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THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE BURGH OF GLASGOW, 1574-1586
SUMMARY
This th e s is  i s  concerned p r im a r i l y  w i th  the a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the 
lo c a l  c i v i l  a d m in is t ra t io n  in  the burgh o f  Glasgow between 1574 and 
1586. The choice o f  these years i s  determined by the na ture  o f  the 
s u rv iv in g  records o f  the burgh as i t  i s  not u n t i l  the e x ta n t  minutes 
o f  the co u r t  and c o u n c i l  begin in  January 1574 th a t  a d e ta i le d  study o f  
th a t  a d m in is t ra t io n  becomes p o s s ib le .  For twelve years these records 
m a in ta in  an unbroken run and the re  i s  the added bonus th a t  they inc lude  
ten se ts  o f  common good accounts. A f te r  1586 the re  are seve ra l gaps in  
the m inutes, w h ile  the next se t o f  accounts to  su rv iv e  are those o f  
1605-1606.
A l l  t h i s  i s  not to  say th a t  t h i s  work adheres r i g i d l y  to  the to p ic  
o f  a d m in is t ra t io n  or to  the pe r iod  1574-86. P o l i t i c a l ,  s o c ia l  and 
economic questions are addressed and in fo rm a t io n  i s  drawn from both the 
e a r l i e r  and la t e r  pe r iods  o f  Glasgow's development. Equally, w h ile  the 
emphasis i s  upon the work o f  the m ag is tra te s  and c o u n c i l  o f  the burgh, 
the ro le  o f  the crown as u l t im a te  s u p e r io r ,  o f  the archbishops o f  
Glasgow as immediate s u p e r io rs ,  o f  the r e g a l i t y  o f f i c i a l s ,  the u n iv e r s i t y  
and the k i r k  session are discussed so as to  present as c le a r  a p ic tu re  
as p o ss ib le  o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  Glasgow in  
a l l  i t s  aspects.
In order to  p lace the main pe r iod  in  con tex t the opening chapter 
d iscusses the genera l development o f  the burgh from i t s  founda tion  in  
the la te  t w e l f t h  cen tu ry  up u n t i l  the 1570s, s p e c ia l  a t te n t io n  being 
pa id  to  the e a r ly  e v o lu t io n  o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  and to  the impact o f  
the Reformation. The remain ing chapters  deal in  d e t a i l  w i th  the c i v i l  
a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh o f  Glasgow du r in g  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry ,  
w i th  p a r t i c u la r  re fe rence  to  the pe r io d  1574-86, in  an attempt to  assess 
how th a t  a d m in is t ra t io n  was o rgan ised, the scope o f  i t s  a c t i v i t i e s  and 
i t s  e f fe c t iv e n e s s  in  the face o f  a v a r ie t y  o f  p o l i t i c a l ,  s o c ia l  and 
economic pressures.
The c i v i l  lo c a l  a u th o r i t y  func t ione d  on th ree  in te r r e la te d  le v e ls :  
the j u d i c i a l ,  the le g i s l a t i v e  and the e x e cu t ive .  The burgh co u r t
v i i
represented the f i r s t  o f  these and was c e n t ra l  to  the a d m in is t ra t io n ,  
having probably  been in  ex is tence  s ince  the in c e p t io n  o f  the burgh. 
Through i t  the n a t io n a l  law o f  the land was dispensed as a lso  those 
bye-laws or s ta tu te s  promulgated by the bu rgh 's  le g is la t u r e ,  the 
c o u n c i l .  Both c o u r t  and c o u n c i l  were served by a v a r ie t y  o f  execu tive  
o f f i c i a l s  the most sen io r  o f  whom were the p rovos t ,  the b a i l i e s ,  the 
c le r k ,  the t re a s u re r  and the master o f  work. C o u n c i l lo rs  and o f f i c i a l s  
a l i k e  were drawn from the burgess c la ss  which p o s s ib ly  represented a t 
most about a q u a r te r  o f  the town 's  po p u la t io n  and, as in f lu e n c e  was 
dependent on w ea lth , these men tended to  be merchants. The 
a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  Glasgow ( in  common w i th  th a t  o f  o the r  burghs) was 
thus a merchant-dominated o l ig a rc h y  and c lose  a n a ly s is  o f  the e le c t io n s  
and appointments e f fe c te d  du r ing  the 1570s and 1580s shows th a t  t h i s  
p r iv i le g e d  and i n f l u e n t i a l  c i r c l e  was i t s e l f  dominated by an in ne r  
group o f  men who were seldom out o f  o f f i c e .
Yet the range o f  a c t i v i t i e s  undertaken by the c i v i l  a d m in is t ra t io n  
shows th a t  however o l ig a r c h ic  i t  was in  com position i t  was not 
n e g le c t fu l  o f  i t s  duty to  manage the burgh e f f i c i e n t l y  fo r  the common 
good not ju s t  o f  the burgesses but o f  the community as a whole. Such 
evidence as the re  i s  w i th  respect to  c o n d it io n s  in  the burgh suggests 
th a t  du r ing  the years which fo l low ed  the cessa t ion  o f  the c i v i l  war, 
Glasgow's markets f lo u r is h e d ,  i t s  p o p u la t io n  grew and the b u i l t - u p  
area o f  the town expanded. I n e v i t a b ly  t h i s  placed seve ra l s t r a in s  on 
the m agis tracy and c o u n c i l ,  as evidenced by the p le th o ra  o f  minor 
o f f i c i a l s  who were au tho r ised  to  ac t under delegated powers in  a 
v a r ie t y  o f  f i e l d s  o f  government. Examination o f  the c o u n c i l 's  
l e g is l a t i o n  shows a preoccupation  w i th  p ro te c t in g  the bu rgh 's  economic 
resources ( i t s  markets and i t s  lands) but a lso  a cons ide rab le  in te r e s t  
in  p u b l ic  h e a lth .  Elsewhere the minutes and o the r  documentation 
re v e a l th a t  the c i v i l  a u t h o r i t i e s  were concerned th a t  adequate p ro v is io n  
should be made fo r  educa tion , w h ile  the common good accounts record  an 
earnest de s ire  to  improve the o v e r a l l  amenity o f  the burgh through an 
ex tens ive  programme o f  p u b l ic  works. I f  an awareness o f  the need fo r  
s o c ia l  w e lfa re  was la c k in g  t h i s  was on ly  in  keeping w i th  the views 
which were then p re v a le n t ,  though i t  must be conceded th a t  the 
m ag is tracy  and c o u n c i l  d id  not go as fa r  in  t h i s  sphere as they could
v i i i
have done, choosing ins tead  to  leave poor r e l i e f  a d m in is t ra t io n  to  the 
k i r k  session and p r e fe r r in g  to  avoid the in t r o d u c t io n  o f  a compulsory 
poor ra te  fo r  fe a r  o f  a l ie n a t in g  the burgess community.
Just as the o l ig a r c h ic  nature  o f  the c i v i l  lo c a l  a u th o r i t y  d id
not r e s u l t  in  an a b d ic a t io n  o f  r e s p o n s ib i l i t i e s ,  n e i th e r  d id  i t  lead
to  a high-handed or a u to c ra t ic  approach to  governance. The m ag is tra tes  
and c o u n c i l  f u l l y  apprec ia ted  the need to  m a in ta in  the c o -o p e ra t io n  o f  
the burgess community, p a r t i c u l a r l y  s ince  i t  was sometimes necessary 
to  tax  th a t  group so as to  augment the l im i te d  funds a v a i la b le  from 
the common good, the a d m in is t r a t io n 's  f in a n c ia l  base. F r i c t i o n  could
a r is e  from time to  t ime between the a u th o r i t i e s  and the burgess
community over such m atte rs  as the le v e l  o f  burgess admission f in e s  or 
a s t r i c t i o n  to  the town 's  m i l l s ,  bu t almost in v a r ia b ly  the a d m in is t ra t io n  
responded to  the burgesses' c r i t i c i s m .  Indeed one o f  the most no tab le  
fe a tu re s  o f  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  p e r io d ,  the a c c re t io n  o f  power 
to  the r u l i n g  e l i t e  a t  the expense o f  the burgess community (e f fe c te d  
through the phasing out o f  such burgess assemblies as the head cou r ts  
and the cou r ts  o f  perambulation), was achieved w ith o u t  u p s e t t in g  the 
e s s e n t ia l  understanding between the o l ig a rc h y  and the burgess c la s s ,  
the a u th o r i t i e s  ensuring  th a t  the c r a f t  deacons and the community were 
s t i l l  consu lted  when necessary. By in v o lv in g  the c r a f t  deacons in  the 
dec is ion-m aking  process the merchant-dominated o l ig a rc h y  a lso  succeeded 
in  lessen ing  the p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  h o s t i l i t y  b reak ing  out w i th in  the 
burgess community between the craftsm en and the le ss  numerous but more 
wealthy and hence more i n f l u e n t i a l  merchants. Such tens io n  undoubtedly 
e x is te d  but g e n e ra l ly  these two groups l i v e d  and worked to g e th e r  in  
harmony. I t  was on ly  towards the c lose  o f  the cen tu ry  th a t  the 
cra ftsm en, exasperated by the a u t h o r i t i e s '  p r ic in g  p o l ic ie s ,  began 
s e r io u s ly  to  prosecute t h e i r  am bit ions fo r  a g re a te r  say in  the runn ing 
o f  the burgh.
Local p o l i t i c a l  issues o f  t h i s  s o r t  then were o f  l i t t l e  account 
d u r in g  the 1570s and 1580s. Instead the dom inating fe a tu re s  o f  burgh 
p o l i t i c s  in  these two decades were the steady e ros ion  o f  the archb ishops ' 
a u th o r i t y  as immediate su p e r io rs  o f  the burgh and the e q u a l ly  steady 
inc rease  in  the in te r e s t  shown in  the bu rgh 's  a f f a i r s  by c e n t ra l  
government. A f te r  archbishop Beaton 's  p r e c ip i t a n t  f l i g h t  a t  the
i x
Reformation the crown had exerc ised i t s  r ig h t s  as u l t im a te  s u p e r io r  
and no tw ith s ta n d in g  the c o n s o l id a t io n  o f  episcopacy and the appointment 
o f  James Boyd to  the see o f  Glasgow in  1573, the government (no doubt 
aware o f  Glasgow's s t r a te g ic  importance made m an ifes t du r ing  the c i v i l  
war) determined to  m a in ta in  a c lose  watch on the tow n 's  a f f a i r s .  
Consequently i t  was the regent Morton who chose Robert Lord Boyd to  be 
p rovos t in  1573 and u n t i l  1578 Glasgow was ru le d  by p rovos t Boyd and 
h is  protege Thomas Crawford o f  J o r d a n h i l l .  Both men o s te n s ib ly  served 
the archbishop but he had no re a l  say in  t h e i r  appointment; ins tead  
Boyd and Crawford acted as the re g e n t 's  agents in  the burgh. Boyd 
indeed was prepared to  c u l t i v a t e  the burgesses' a s p i ra t io n s  fo r  a 
g re a te r  say in  the e le c t io n  o f  the tow n 's  b a i l i e s  as a means o f  keeping 
the a u th o r i t y  o f  the archb ishop, h is  nephew, in  check. The palace 
r e v o lu t io n  o f  1578 which brought about a temporary d im in u t io n  o f  the 
re g e n t 's  powers p r e c ip i ta te d  Lord Boyd's removal from in f lu e n c e  in  the 
burgh and the resurgence o f  the Lennox fa m i ly  which had enjoyed a 
pre-em inent p o s i t io n  in  burgh a f f a i r s  du r ing  the 1560s. Aga in , 
archbishop Boyd had no choice but to  accept the crown's  nom ination o f  
Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox to  the p rovos tsh ip  in  1578 and 1579 and the 
appointment o f  the k in g 's  fa v o u r i te ,  Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox, to  th a t  post 
in  1580. R e la t ions  between the government and the k i r k  were a lready  
s t ra in e d  when, in  August 1581, the crown appoin ted Mr Robert Montgomery 
to  the see o f  Glasgow in  succession to  James Boyd, w ith o u t  re fe rence  to  
the General Assembly. This choice was p a r t i c u l a r l y  obnoxious to  the 
k i r k  and provoked a c o n f ro n ta t io n  between church and s ta te .
Montgomery's f a i l u r e  to  o b ta in  consecra t ion  to  the see and h is  even tua l 
excommunication ensured the e c l ip s e  o f  the archb ishops ' powers o f  
s u p e r io r i t y  and these were not re s to re d  u n t i l  the f i r s t  decade o f  the 
seventeenth cen tu ry .  However the community was unable to  take 
advantage o f  t h is  s i t u a t io n  to  press home i t s  own am bit ions  w ith  
respec t to  the e le c t io n  o f  the bu rgh 's  b a i l ie s ,  as the power vacuum thus 
c rea ted  was immediate ly f i l l e d  by the crown, i f  any th ing  even more 
anxious than before  to  keep the burgh, which du r ing  the Montgomery 
a f f a i r  had become the focus o f  a n a t io n a l  c r i s i s ,  under c lose  s c r u t in y .
From the p o in t  o f  view o f  the bu rgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n ,  e a r l  Esme's 
p o l ic ie s  were d i v is i v e .  Determined to  o b ta in  a m agis tracy and c o u n c i l
x
com plian t to  h is  wishes he conducted a purge o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  
in  1580, thereby (w ith  the same f inesse  as was to  be seen in  h is  
conduct o f  n a t io n a l  a f f a i r s )  c re a t in g  the nucleus o f  an o p p o s it io n  
group. These men came to  assoc ia te  w i th  the p re sb y te r ia n s  h o s t i l e  to  
archbishop Montgomery and fo r  th ree  years the a d m in is t ra t io n  was s p l i t  
by r i v a l  fa c t io n s  vy ing  fo r  c o n t ro l  o f  the burgh, an even more 
comprehensive purge o f  the m agistracy and c o u n c i l  being c a r r ie d  out by 
the p resby te r ian s  when they gained power in  1582 under p rovos t S i r  
Matthew Stewart o f  M into fo l lo w in g  the Ruthven r e v o lu t io n .  A lthough 
the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh d id  not break down, the fa c t io n a l is m  
o f  t h i s  pe r iod  in e v i t a b ly  a f fe c te d  the q u a l i t y  o f  governance and t h is  
i s  borne out by an exam ination o f  the reco rds . S t a b i l i t y  in  the 
kingdom was res to red  under A r ra n 's  government and in  the burgh by the 
provos ts  who served th a t  regime, John e a r l  o f  Montrose and S i r  W il l iam  
L iv in g s to n e  o f  K i ls y th .  Under these men a balanced a d m in is t ra t io n  
re p re se n t in g  a cross se c t io n  o f  moderate o p in ion  was re -e s ta b l is h e d  
w i th  the r e s u l t  t h a t ,  n o tw ith s ta n d in g  the coup o f  1585 which saw the 
f a l l  o f  Arran, Glasgow p o l i t i c s  would not again be sub jec ted  to  d iv is i v e  
fa c t io n a l is m  u n t i l  the opening years o f  the seventeenth cen tu ry .
The a d m in is t r a t io n 's  recovery in  the mid-1580s was w e l l - t im e d  fo r  
i t  co inc ided  w i th  the beg inn ing o f  a succession o f  harves t f a i l u r e s  
w i th  t h e i r  a t tendan t economic and s o c ia l  problems, most no tab ly  
e s c a la t in g  food p r ic e s  and a sharp increase in  the number o f  people 
seeking ass is tance  in  the burgh. S e t t in g  aside the fa c t  th a t  the c i v i l  
a u th o r i t i e s  cou ld  have done more w ith  respec t to  r e l i e v in g  the p l ig h t  
o f  the poor, i t  i s  f a i r  to  say th a t  the m ag is tra te s  and c o u n c i l ,  
through t h e i r  p o l ic y  o f  ho ld in g  down p r ic e  increases i r r e s p e c t iv e  o f  
the op p o s it io n  t h i s  would engender among the cra ftsm en, adopted an 
approach to  t h i s  c r i s i s  which probably  prov ided more c o n s t ru c t iv e  help 
to  the needy than even th a t  which would have been de r ived  from a 
compulsory poor ra te .  Whatever the case, they succeeded (so fa r  as 
can be gathered from the records) in  de fus ing  a p o t e n t ia l l y  e xp los ive  
s i tu a t io n ,  the repercuss ions o f  which cou ld  have been fa r  g re a te r  than 
the a c tu a l  r e s u l ta n t  tens io n  between the merchant-dominated o l ig a rc h y  
and the cra ftsm en. That merely re s u l te d ,  a lb e i t  a f t e r  some 
d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  in  the r e d is t r i b u t i o n  o f  in f lu e n c e  w i th in  the burgess
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community which was e f fe c te d  under the L e t te r  o f  G u i ld ry  o f  1605 
whereby the lead ing  craftsmen achieved a more equal s ta tu s  w i th  t h e i r  
merchant b re th re n .  The a l t e r n a t i v e  cou ld  have been mass s ta rv a t io n ,  
food r i o t s  and widespread s o c ia l  upheaval.
The economic v ic is s i t u d e s  o f  the la te  1580s and 1590s a lso  placed 
s t r a in s  on the bu rgh 's  common good, the la rg e s t  p a r t  o f  which was 
de r ived  from the customs o f  the la d le  and the m i l l  which were both 
dependent on the maintenance o f  good su p p lie s  o f  g ra in .  Accounts on ly  
su rv iv e  fo r  the pe r iod  1573-85 but these in d ic a te  th a t  the a u th o r i t i e s  
were f a i r l y  a s tu te  in  t h e i r  f in a n c ia l  management; f o r ,  n o tw ith s ta n d in g  
the in he ren t  i n f l e x i b i l i t y  o f  t h i s  f in a n c ia l  base, o v e r a l l  income from 
the common good was increased dur ing  these years. T he rea fte r  i t  i s  
le ss  easy to  determine how the common good performed but such evidence 
as the re  i s  suggests th a t  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  by fo re -m a i l in g  
the la d le  and m i l l  customs were able to  p ro te c t  i f  not s l i g h t l y  augment 
the value o f  t h e i r  f i n a n c ia l  base in  the face o f  i n f l a t i o n .
To conclude, the a v a i la b le  records in d ic a te  th a t  the c i v i l  
a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  Glasgow, though o l ig a r c h ic  in  
i t s  com pos ition , was w ide -rang ing  in  i t s  a c t i v i t i e s  and genu ine ly  
attempted to  serve the best in te r e s ts  o f  the community as a whole. In 
i t s  ro u t in e  management i t  was by and la rg e  e f f i c i e n t  and e f f e c t i v e ,  
n o tw ith s ta n d in g  a v a r ie t y  o f  p o l i t i c a l  p ressures, in  p a r t i c u la r  the 
fa c t io n a l is m  o f  the e a r ly  1580s, and the severe economic and s o c ia l  
problems w i th  which i t  was faced from the mid-1580s onwards.
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FOREWORD
In a recent a r t i c l e  fo r  S c o t t is h  Economic and S o c ia l H is to r y , *  
M ichael Lynch commented th a t  '1660 has fo r  some time been the v i r t u a l  
f r o n t i e r  o f  S c o t t is h  economic and s o c ia l  h is to r y '  and th a t  s tu d ie s  o f  
the e a r ly  modern town have 's c a rc e ly  reached the currency o f  S c o tt is h  
h is to r io g r a p h y ' .  The same a u th o r 's  Edinburgh and the Reformation is  
a s ig n i f i c a n t  move towards red ress ing  t h i s  s i t u a t io n .  There are o f  
course severa l o the r  im portan t works which examine medieval and e a r ly  
modern S c o tt is h  burghs, among them W.C. D ic k in s o n 's  E a rly  Records o f  
the Burgh o f  Aberdeen, 1317 and 1398-1407 and G.S. P ryde 's  Ayr Burgh 
Accounts, 1534-1624, w h ile  two more genera l works are W.M. Mackenzie 's 
The S c o t t is h  Burghs and D. M urray 's  E a r ly  Burgh O rgan isa t ion  in  Scotland 
as i l l u s t r a t e d  in  the H is to ry  o f  Glasgow and some ne ighbouring  Burghs.
Yet much remains to  be done, not le a s t  w i th  respect to  the burgh 
o f  Glasgow. David M urray 's  im portan t book i s  sometimes m is lead ing  
w h ile  o f  the f i r s t  two volumes o f  the H is to ry  o f  Glasgow by Robert 
Renwick e t .  a l . , the e a r l i e r  c o n t r ib u t io n  by Renwick and S i r  John 
Lindsay covering  the pe r iod  up u n t i l  the Reformation i s  much to  be 
p re fe r re d  to  th a t  by George Eyre-Todd which con tinues the s to ry  o f  the 
c i t y ' s  development to  the accession o f  W il l ia m  I I .  Renwick, e i th e r  
s in g ly  or in  c o l la b o ra t io n  w i th  S i r  James Marwick, produced a la rg e  
number o f  volumes c o n ta in in g  e x t ra c ts  from the bu rgh 's  reco rds , the 
most im portan t being A b s trac ts  o f  P ro toco ls  o f  the Town C le rks  o f  
Glasgow, Charters and Other Documents r e la t in g  to  the C i ty  o f  Glasgow, 
and E x tra c ts  from the Records o f  the Burgh o f  Glasgow, but none o f  
these prov ide  the reader w i th  an a n a ly t ic a l  in t r o d u c t io n .  M arw ick 's  
mammoth 602 page preface to  the f i r s t  volume o f  Charters  and Other 
Documents r e la t in g  to  the C i ty  o f  Glasgow is  an in fo rm a t iv e  but la rg e ly  
b low-by-b low  c h ro n o lo g ic a l  survey, w h ile  the im po rtan t s e r ie s  o f  
E x t ra c ts  from the Records o f  the Burgh o f  Glasgow g ives  p r a c t i c a l l y  no 
background in fo rm a t io n  whatsoever as to  the na ture  o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  
whose a c t i v i t i e s  are recorded th e re in .  The best books about Glasgow
*For the f u l l  t i t l e s  o f  t h i s  and o the r  works c i te d  in  the Foreword see 
the B ib l io g ra p h y  which i s  to  be found in  Volume I I .
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tend to  be concerned w i th  the h is to r y  o f  c e r ta in  i n s t i t u t i o n s  w i th in  
the c i t y ,  the two most no tab le  and most recen t a d d it io n s  to  t h i s  corpus 
o f  work being The U n iv e rs i ty  o f  Glasgow, 1451-1577 by J. Durkan and 
J. K i rk  and A.M. Jackson 's Glasgow Dean o f  G u ild  Court -  a H is to r y .
The c i t y  s t i l l  lacks  a good general h is to r y .  Of the e a r l i e s t  a ttempts 
a t  such a p ro je c t ,  John M' U re 's  A View o f  the C i ty  o f  Glasgow (1736) 
has to  be used w ith  some ca u t io n ,  whereas John G ibson 's A H is to ry  o f  
Glasgow (1777) i s  more r e l i a b le  and has the added advantage th a t  the 
author e v id e n t ly  had access to  some burgh minutes o f  the m id -s ix te e n th  
cen tu ry  which are now lo s t .  During the n ine teen th  and e a r ly  tw e n t ie th  
c e n tu r ie s  severa l h is to r ie s  appeared such as James C le la n d 's  Annals o f  
Glasgow (1816), Glasgow, Past and Present by 'Senex' e t .  a l . (1851— 
1836), Glasghu Facies by J .F .5 .  Gordon (1873), Old Glasgow, the Place 
and the People by Andrew Macgeorge (1880), the p u b l ic a t io n s  o f  the 
R e g a l i ty  Club (1886-1906) and Medieval Glasgow by Rev. James Primrose 
(1913). These are works o f  v a r ia b le  q u a l i t y ,  the more r e l i a b le  
secondary sources tend ing  to  be those by Marwick and Renwick which 
were based on t h e i r  record  c o l le c t io n s  above noted, namely the fo rm e r 's  
A H is to ry  o f  the C i ty  o f  Glasgow from the E a r l ie s t  Times to  the year 1611 
(1911), Renwick's Glasgow Memorials (1908) and h is  posthumous f i r s t  
volume o f  the H is to ry  o f  Glasgow, mentioned above, produced by S i r  
James Lindsay in  1921. G enera l ly ,  however, none o f  these h i s t o r ie s  
p rov ide  adequate a n a ly s is  or address major s o c ia l ,  economic, p o l i t i c a l  
or a d m in is t ra t iv e  questions o f  the sources. More re c e n t ly  Andrew 
G ibb 's  Glasgow, the Making o f  a C ity  (1983) has appeared and has supp lied , 
a lb e i t  from the s tandpo in t  o f  an h i s t o r i c a l  geographer, some o f  the much 
needed analyses which have p re v io u s ly  been wanting. Nonetheless i t  
remains fo r  the urban h is to r ia n s  to  produce a f u l l  h i s to r y  o f  S co t land 's  
la rg e s t  c i t y .  S ig n i f i c a n t l y  a p ro je c t  c u r re n t ly  being undertaken 
through the Department o f  H is to ry  a t  the U n iv e rs i t y  o f  S t ra th c ly d e  has 
t h i s  end in  view, though as i t s  s t a r t in g  date w i l l  be 1660 t h i s  scheme 
serves to  support the view o f  M ichael Lynch, quoted a t the o u ts e t ,  th a t  
the e a r ly  modern burgh con tinues to  be neg lec ted .
The present work, as i t s  t i t l e  in d ic a te s ,  does not p u rp o r t  to  
answer the need fo r  a genera l h is to r y  o f  the c i t y  o f  Glasgow. Ins tead , 
l i k e  W il l ia m  Shepherd's unpublished th e s is ,  The P o l i t i c s  and Soc ie ty  o f  
Glasgow, 1648-1674 (Glasgow U n iv e rs i t y  Ph.D., 1978) i t  a ttem pts to
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examine a sho r t  per iod  o f  Glasgow's development in  some d e t a i l ,  in  t h is  
case the per iod  a t which the e a r l i e s t  e x ta n t  minutes o f  the burgh court  
and town c o u n c i l  are to  be found, the 1370s and 1580s. For the twelve 
years from 1574 to  1586 the minutes are complete and a lso  con ta in  ten 
se ts  o f  common good accounts; th e re a f te r  the re  are seve ra l gaps in  
these records, w h ile  the next se t o f  accounts which s u rv ive  are those 
o f  1605-1606. Although the main theme o f  t h i s  work i s  the na tu re , 
scope and e f fe c t iv e n e s s  o f  the governance dispensed by the m ag is tra tes  
and c o u n c i l  o f  Glasgow w i th  p a r t i c u la r  re fe rence  to  the pe r iod  1574- 
1586, d iscuss ion  i s  not confined to  the s p e c i f i c  su b je c t  o f  lo c a l  c i v i l  
a d m in is t ra t io n  nor to  those years in  i s o la t io n .  P o l i t i c a l ,  s o c ia l  and 
economic fa c to rs  are considered and m a te r ia l  is  drawn from e a r l i e r  and 
l a t e r  per iods so as to  p rov ide  as f u l l  a p ic tu re  as p o ss ib le  o f  the 
bu rgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n  in  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  as a whole. To 
t h i s  end the data ob ta ined from the c o u r t  and c o u n c i l  records (which, 
i t  must be sa id ,  are not so complete as the e q u iv a le n t  record m a te r ia l  
a v a i la b le  fo r  o the r  burghs such as Edinburgh, the re  be ing, fo r  example, 
no s u rv iv in g  tax  r o l l s  whatsoever) are supplemented by o the r  lo c a l  
sources, most no tab ly  the records o f  the k i r k  session which s u rv ive  
f o r  1583-1593 and the few minute books and r e g is te r s  o f  the Glasgow 
c r a f t s  which date from t h i s  p e r io d .  Such in fo rm a t io n  as these sources 
con ta in  helps to  f le s h -o u t  the p ic tu re  o f  la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  
burghal s o c ie ty  der ived  from the records o f  the c i v i l  lo c a l  a u th o r i t y .
The opening chap ter t race s  the bu rgh 's  development from i t s  
founda tion  in  the la te  tw e l f t h  cen tu ry  up u n t i l  the 1570s. The second 
chap ter cons iders  the burgh c o n s t i t u t io n ,  the com position o f  the 
r u l i n g  e l i t e  and the main p o l i t i c a l  issues o f  the 1570s and 1580s. The 
next th ree  chapters deal w i th  the a d m in is t ra t io n  in  d e t a i l ,  the workings 
o f  the burgh c o u r t ,  the c o u n c i l 's  s ta tu te s  and the common good accounts 
being examined in  tu rn .  The s ix t h  and la s t  chapter summarises the 
in fo rm a t io n  obta ined from the preceding se c t io n s  and p rov ides  o v e r a l l  
conc lus ions  w i th  respect to  the na tu re ,  scope and e f fe c t iv e n e s s  o f  the 
c i v i l  lo c a l  a u th o r i t y  in  la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  Glasgow.
x v i i
ABBREVIATIONS AND CONVENTIONS
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a b b re v ia t io n s  and shortened t i t l e s  have been used.
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CHAPTER I  
THE ADMINISTRATIVE BACKGROUND AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE 
BURGH OF GLASGOW FROM ITS FOUNDATION TO THE 1570s 
1. Foundation and e a rly  ad m in is tra tive  development
Burghs were in troduced  to  Scotland d u r in g  the t w e l f t h  cen tu ry  
as one o f  seve ra l measures adopted by the crown to  achieve g re a te r  
c e n t ra l  c o n t ro l  over the s t i l l  f r a g i l e  S c o t t is h  kingdom. At f i r s t  
most burghs were ro y a l  founda tions and seve ra l were c lo s e ly  assoc ia ted  
w i th  ro y a l  c a s t le s ,  the crown's in te n t io n  being th a t  burgh and c a s t le  
would combine to  e x e r t  a d m in is t ra t iv e  in f lu e n c e  over each a d jo in in g  
neighbourhood. However the de s ire  to  s t im u la te  commerce was an 
e q u a l ly  im po rtan t fa c to r  behind these fo unda t ions .  I t  was hoped th a t  
they would enable Scotland to  emulate the commercial v i t a l i t y  o f  the 
E ng lish  boroughs which David I had seen a t  f i r s t  hand. Thus the 
S c o t t is h  burghs were g iven p r iv i le g e s  s im i la r  to  those enjoyed by 
t h e i r  E ng lish  co u n te rp a r ts :  the r i g h t  to  ho ld  markets and f a i r s ,  
ex c lu s iv e  t ra d in g  r ig h t s  in  c e r ta in  areas a ttached  to  each burgh, and 
a monopoly in  fo re ig n  commerce. Inducements were o f fe re d  to  s e t t l e r s ,  
and the burgesses were to  be s u b je c t  to  s p e c ia l  laws which would be 
d i f f e r e n t  from the feuda l law o f  the land , enab ling  them to  have 
freedom in  t h e i r  persons, possessions and t ra n s a c t io n s .  As a 
c o r o l la r y  to  a l l  t h i s  these burghs on the ro y a l  demesne would be o f  
d i r e c t  f in a n c ia l  b e n e f i t  to  the crown. Empowered to  exact t o l l s  
from unfree  t ra d e rs  and p ro v id in g  re n ts  from the burgage p lo ts  he ld  
by the burgesses, the burghs were a means o f  p ro v id in g  a cash income 
such as was not produced by the o the r  ro y a l  e s ta te s .  1
The f i r s t  founda tions were burghs o f  the crown but the 
e c c le s ia s t i c a l  and la y  baronage, anxious to  share in  the success fu l 
t ra d in g  in f r a s t r u c tu r e  thus c rea ted , soon began to  p e t i t i o n  the crown 
f o r  the r i g h t  to  e s ta b l is h  burghs on t h e i r  demesnes. By the c lose  o f  
David I ' s  re ig n  about e ighteen k in g 's  burghs had been e s ta b l is h e d  
and about f i v e  burghs not d i r e c t l y  dependent on the c ro w n .2 One o f  
t h i s  l a t t e r  group was St. Andrews, dependent on the bishop o f  S t. 
Andrews and founded some time between 1124 and 1144. P oss ib ly  
anxious to  emulate t h is  example, bishop J o c e l in  o f  Glasgow p e t i t io n e d
1
the  crown and rece ived a ch a r te r  from W il l ia m  I  which a u tho r ised  the 
b ishop and h is  successors to  have a burgh a t  Glasgow w i th  a market on 
Thursdays and guaranteed the k in g 's  p ro te c t io n  to  the burgesses o f  
the new founda tion .  The document can not be p re c is e ly  dated but was 
issued a t some p o in t  between 1175 and 1178.3
Two fea tu re s  o f  t h is  ch a r te r  deserve comment. F i r s t l y ,  the g ran t 
was made by the crown to  the bishops o f  Glasgow and the burgh was to  
remain dependent on the bishops, and subsequently  the a rchb ishops, 
u n t i l  i t  was erected  in to  a ro y a l burgh in  1611.4 Secondly, a lthough 
not a burgh o f  the crown, Glasgow's c h a r te r  o f  founda tion  was 
d ra f te d  in  such a way as to  ensure th a t  i t  possessed r ig h t s  
commensurate w i th  the k in g 's  burghs ( cum omnibus l i b e r t a t i b u s  e t  
consue tud in ibus quas a l iq u is  burgorum meorum in  t o ta  t e r r a  mea . . .  
h a b e t) .  The e a r ly  medieval per iod  was one which recogn ised 'the 
u n iv e rs a l  v a l i d i t y  o f  b u rg e s s - r ig h t ,  rega rd less  o f  whether the 
s u p e r io r  was k in g ,  b ishop, abbot or e a r l ' . 5 The s t r i c t  demarcation 
between ro y a l  burghs and o ther burghs d id  not come about u n t i l  the 
f i f t e e n t h  cen tu ry  by which time Glasgow had secured i t s  p o s i t io n  as 
a dependent burgh worthy o f  being ranked a longs ide  the founda tions  o f  
the crown. This p o s i t io n  i t  owed as much to  the na tu re  o f  i t s  c h a r te r  
o f  founda tion  as to  the power o f  i t s  s u p e r io r  or any commercial 
success i t  had enjoyed and was demonstrated as e a r ly  as 1226 in  a 
d isp u te  w i th  Rutherg len6 and in  1243 a f t e r  an apparent disagreement 
w i th  Dumbarton7 , both k in g 's  burghs and the former a burgh o f  
g re a te r  a n t iq u i t y  than Glasgow. In  each case the crown upheld 
Glasgow's r ig h t s .
The bu rgh 's  bas ic  p r iv i le g e s ,  embodied in  the c h a r te r  o f  
1175 x 1178, were a m p l i f ie d  by fu r th e r  g ran ts  in  the la t e  tw e l f t h  and 
e a r ly  t h i r t e e n th  c e n tu r ie s .  Between 1189 and 1198 the bishops o f  
Glasgow were au tho r ised  to  hold an annual f a i r  o f  one week's d u ra t io n  
in  t h e i r  new bu rgh .8 Whereas the r i g h t  to  trad e  a t  a bu rgh 's  
market was r e s t r i c t e d  to  the burgesses o f  the burgh, a t  f a i r  t ime 
t ra d e rs  cou ld  be a t t ra c te d  from throughout the land , these men being 
p e rm it te d  to  buy and s e l l  d i r e c t l y  w ith o u t  having to  use the 
burgesses as middlemen.^ Thus the g ran t o f  a f a i r  was o f  cons ide rab le
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importance in  a t t r a c t in g  custom. In  a c h a r te r  dated sometime before  
1211, the k in g 's  p ro te c t io n  ( firmam pacem) was promised to  a l l  
a t te n d in g  the f a i r  a t  Glasgow. 10 F u r the r  g ran ts  designed to  f a c i l i t a t e  
t ra d in g  fo l lo w e d  and these toge the r  w i th  the seve ra l crown c h a r te rs  
o f  c o n f i rm a t io n  issued du r ing  the t h i r t e e n t h  and e a r ly  fo u r te e n th  
c e n tu r ie s  were the means whereby the bishops o f  Glasgow, through the 
agency o f  the crown, hoped to  b u i ld  up a f lo u r i s h in g  t ra d in g  community 
which, as an ad junc t  to  t h e i r  o the r  temporal possessions, would 
p rov ide  (th rough  burgage re n ts  and market t o l l s )  a cons tan t and 
s ize ab le  source o f  income. The bu rgh 's  subsequent growth was to  amply 
repay t h e i r  e f f o r t s . 11
How was the burgh adm in is te red? As in  the case o f  o the r  
burghs, Glasgow's c h a r te r  o f  founda tion  made no re fe rence  whatsoever 
to  t h i s  m a tte r ,  ye t the es tab lishm ent o f  some form o f  a d m in is t ra t io n  
must have been i m p l i c i t  in  the ac t o f  fo u n d a t io n .  The c o l le c t io n  o f  
re n ts ,  whether fo r  the bishops as s u p e r io rs  or f o r  the burgh fo r  i t s  
upkeep, re q u ire d  some form o f  f i s c a l  a d m in is t ra t io n  w h i le  the c o n t ro l  
o f  land t r a n s fe r s ,  the p ro te c t io n  o f  economic p r iv i le g e s  and the 
nece ss ity  o f  s e t t l i n g  d ispu tes  re q u ire d  le g a l  a d m in is t ra t io n .  The 
l i t t l e  th a t  i s  known about Glasgow's e a r ly  governance corresponds to  
the known developments in  k in g 's  burghs du r ing  the t h i r t e e n t h  ce n tu ry .  
In  the k in g 's  burghs o f f i c i a l s  known as p r e p o s i t i  or b a l l i v i  were 
employed whose fu n c t io n s  were both f i s c a l  and j u d i c i a l  and who, from 
being crown o f f i c i a l s ,  became the re p re s e n ta t iv e s  o f  t h e i r  burgh 
communities. This move towards g re a te r  lo c a l  autonomy in  the k in g 's  
burghs (occasioned by the crown's  in c re a s in g  need fo r  f in a n c ia l  
support from these commercial c e n tre s )  was a lso  r e f le c te d  in  the 
manner whereby in  va r ious  burghs the b a l l i v i  and communitas b u rg i began 
to  g ran t lands to  be held o f  them and t h e i r  successors, as o f  a 
c o rp o ra t io n ,  and s ig n i f i c a n t l y  t h i s  pe r iod  a lso  saw the appearance o f  
burgh common sea ls .  12
The e a r l i e s t  evidence fo r  Glasgow's a d m in is t ra t io n  i s  de r ived  
from a c h a r te r  dated sometime p r io r  to  1268 whereby Robert o f  
Mithyngby conveyed c e r ta in  lands in  the burgh to  Mr Reginald Irewyn, 
archdeacon o f  Glasgow. I t  i s  recorded th a t  the proposed conveyance 
was a d ve r t is e d  ' i n  the co u r t  o f  Glasgow, a t th re e  head c o u r ts  o f  the
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year and a t  o the r  c o u r ts  o f te n ,  accord ing  to  the law and custom o f  the 
burgh ' and th a t  sasine was given in  the presence o f  the p r e p o s i t is  e t  
b a l l i v i s  de Glasgu and twe lve  burgesses and o the rs  o f  the sa id  c i t y .
The r e c ip ie n t  bound h im s e l f  to  pay to  the b ishop as s u p e r io r  the re n t  
due on the p ro p e r ty  and fo r  a t t e s ta t io n  the common sea l o f  the burgh 
( s ig i l lu m  commune de Glasgu) was a ttached , to g e th e r  w i th  the sea l o f  
the b is h o p 's  o f f i c i a l .  13
The s o p h is t ic a t io n  o f  t h i s  t ra n s a c t io n  demonstrates th a t  the 
procedures o f  the burgh c o u r t  o f  Glasgow were by t h i s  t ime a lready  
w e l l  e s ta b l is h e d .  The document a lso  shows the p r e p o s i t i  and b a l l i v i  
a c t in g  as le g a l  o f f i c i a l s ,  the re c o g n i t io n  o f  the concept o f  a burgh 
community embodied in  the common se a l,  and the payment o f  burgage re n ts  
to  the s u p e r io r  which in  i t s e l f  presupposes the ex is tence  o f  a f i s c a l  
o rg a n is a t io n .  Furthermore the idea o f  a burgh community suggests a 
c o u n c i l  re p re se n t in g  the community o f  burgesses. Indeed i t  i s  l i k e l y  
th a t  a t  some e a r ly  p o in t  in  the bu rgh 's  development n o n - le g a l 
a d m in is t ra t iv e  m atte rs  became so time-consuming th a t  i t  was found 
convenient to  de lega te  such business to  a c o u n c i l .
Town c o u n c i ls  seem to  have developed in  the Scott is .h  burghs
e i th e r  through the g i l d  merchant, an o rg a n is a t io n  re p re s e n t in g  the
w e a lth ie s t  and hence the most i n f l u e n t i a l  burgesses, or through the
burgh c o u r t .  Whereas g i ld s  merchant can be found a t  burghs such as
Berwick and Edinburgh, the re  is  l i t t l e  to  suggest t h a t  Glasgow had such
an i n s t i t u t i o n 1A and i t  thus seems l i k e l y  th a t  the o r ig i n  o f  i t s
town c o u n c i l  la y  in  i t s  burgh c o u r t .  In  Peebles the c o u n c i l  grew out
o f  the 'doussane ',  a c o n s u l ta t iv e  and adv iso ry  body assoc ia ted  w i th
th a t  bu rgh 's  c o u r t 15, and i t  i s  no tab le  th a t  the Robert o f  Mithyngby
c h a r te r  o f  c1268 and another Glasgow c h a r te r  o f  1293 r e fe r  to  sasine
being given in  the presence o f  x i i  burgensibus e t  a l i i s  eiusdem
c i v i t a t i s  and duodecim c iv ib u s  r e s p e c t i v e ly . 16 A lthough e s s e n t ia l l y
ass izes o f  the co u r t  these are probably  a lso  re fe rences  to  the
17beg inn ings o f  the town c o u n c i l  and the c lose  r e la t io n s h ip  between 
c o u r t  and c o u n c i l  su rv ived  up to  the e a r ly  seventeenth cen tu ry  fo r  
u n t i l  th a t  time the a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the town c o u n c i l  were recorded in  
the c o u r t 's  ac t books. 1®
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In  the m id - f i f t e e n th  cen tu ry  the re  i s  c le a r  evidence o f  im portan t 
changes rega rd ing  the p r e p o s i t i  and b a l l i v i , the burgh o f f i c i a l s  
a lready  noted as a c t iv e  in  Glasgow in  the t h i r t e e n t h  ce n tu ry .  In  
February 1447 S i r  R ichard Gardenar, p re sb y te r  and keeper o f  the l i g h t s  
a t  the sh r in e  o f  S t. Ken tige rn  acknowledged th a t ,  in  c o n f i rm a t io n  o f  
a p rev ious  agreement between bishop John Cameron and the town, two 
pounds o f  wax had been rece ived  from the burgh fo r  the s h r in e  and th a t  
consequently the burgh cou ld  c o n s tru c t  a m i l l  on the Molendinar burn 
'w i t h in  the commonty o f  the sa id  burgh be long ing  to  the sa id  burgesses 
and community '. Apart from dem onstra ting th a t  the concept o f  the
9community as a co rp o r te  le g a l  body was c le a r l y  recogn ised, i t  i s  
no tab le  th a t  t h i s  a u th o r is a t io n  was d i re c te d  to  the b a i l i e s ,  burgesses 
and community, ( b a l l i v i s ,  burgensibus e t  communitate) w i th o u t  any 
re fe rence  being made to  the o f f i c e  o f  p re p o s i tu s . I t  i s  probable  th a t  
b a l l i v i  and p r e p o s i t i  had been synonymous terms in  the t h i r t e e n t h  
cen tu ry  and th a t  by t h i s  time the l a t t e r  t i t l e  had been dropped and 
subsumed under the t i t l e  b a l l i v i . Furthermore the phraseology o f  the 
a u th o r is a t io n  o f  1447 s t ro n g ly  suggests th a t  by t h i s  date the 
b a i l i e s  were regarded as not on ly  b is h o p 's  o f f i c e r s  but a lso  as the 
re p re s e n ta t iv e s  o f  the burgh community. 19
However, soon a f t e r  t h i s  g ran t the re  occurs the f i r s t  in d ic a t io n  
o f  a new sen io r  o f f i c i a l  who was d i s t i n c t  from the b a i l i e s .  In  
December 1453 bishop T u rn b u l l  made va r ious  g ran ts  to  the newly founded 
u n iv e r s i t y  and, among o the r  th in g s ,  ordered th a t  t ra n sg re sso rs  aga ins t 
the ass ize  o f  bread and a le  should be repo r te d  to  the p re p o s itu s  or any 
o f  the b a i l i e s . 20 That document was in  L a t in ,  in  which language 
p re p o s itu s  i s  used both fo r  the e a r l i e r  o f f i c e  o f  the same name and
the la t e r  o f f i c e  o f  p rovos t .  The fa c t  th a t  t h i s  p re p o s itu s  was a new 
k ind  o f  o f f i c i a l ,  d i f f e r e n t  from th a t  o f  the t h i r t e e n t h  ce n tu ry ,  i s  
confirm ed by an inden tu re  in  the ve rnacu la r  re co rd in g  a g i f t  o f  
seve ra l lands made by John Stewart to  the F r ia r s  Preachers in  
December 1454. The g ra n to r  was s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  indeed e m p h a t ic a l ly ,  
s t y le d ,  ' th e  f i r s t  prouest th a t  was in  the c i t e  o f  G la s g w '.21
By the 1550s i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  the re  was an im po rtan t  d i s t i n c t i o n  
(no t ju s t  o f  s e n io r i t y )  between the p rovos t and the b a i l i e s .
Together they were the burgh m ag is tra tes ,and  the c h ie f  execu tive
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o f f i c i a l s ,  but whereas the community had some say in  the appointment 
o f  the b a i l i e s ,  the p rovos t was chosen by the s u p e r io r . 22 However i t  
i s  conce ivab le  th a t  f o r  a sh o r t  pe r iod  (between c1450 and 1476) the 
burgh may have had some say in  the cho ice o f  i t s  le a d in g  m a g is t ra te ,  
the p ro vo s t .  The evidence fo r  t h i s  suggestion  hinges not j u s t  on the 
emphatic statement in  John S te w a rt ’ s g i f t  o f  1454 but on two im portan t 
c h a r te rs  ob ta ined  by the bishops o f  Glasgow, in  A p r i l  1450 and Ju ly  
1476.
The b is h o p 's  temporal possessions comprised seve ra l ba ron ies , the
23most im po rtan t o f  which was the barony o f  Glasgow. The burgh was 
i t s  caput but i t  embraced a wide area to  the north , east and west o f  
the c i t y  com pris ing  Cadder p a r is h ,  Govan p a r is h ,  much o f  Old Monkland 
pa r ish  and what would la t e r  become the Barony p a r is h .24 Over t h i s  
barony and t h e i r  o the r  temporal possessions the bishops e x tra c te d  
revenues and exerc ised  a power in  c i v i l  and c r im in a l  m a tte rs  de fined  
as va barony j u r i s d i c t i o n .  25 This j u r i s d i c t i o n  as i t  ap p lie d  
to  the barony o f  Glasgow ( in c lu d in g  the burgh) and the lands o f  
B is h o p fo re s t26 was e leva ted  to  th a t  o f  a r e g a l i t y  by a crown c h a r te r  
granted on 20 A p r i l  145027 which was subsequently  confirm ed in  1476.28 
By these c h a r te rs  the bishops obta ined very ex tens ive  r i g h t s  over 
t h e i r  lands, e q u iv a le n t  to  a p a la t in a te  w i th in  the kingdom.
I t  has sometimes been supposed th a t  by these g ra n ts ,  the burgh o f  
Glasgow rose in  s ta tu s  (from being a burgh o f  barony) to  become a 
burgh o f  r e g a l i t y .  29 N e ithe r  term i s  accura te  and a lthough  the burgh 
was mentioned in  both documents i t  must be s tressed  th a t  the 
b e n e f ic ia r ie s  were the b ishops, not the burgesses, and (as be fo re )  i t  
remained a t the d is c re t io n  o f  the b ishops to  g ran t  o r  w i th h o ld  burgh 
p r iv i le g e s  as s u p e r io rs .  30
One such p r i v i le g e  m ight be an element o f  la t i t u d e  in  the 
appointment o f  o f f i c i a l s .  I t  i s  poss ib le  th a t  bishop T u rn b u l l ,  in  the 
f lu s h  o f  success fo l lo w in g  the 1450 r e g a l i t y  g ran t and the 1451 b u l l  
founding the u n i v e r s i t y , 31 pe rm it ted  the burgh to  chose a le ad ing  
m ag is tra te  such as was to  be found in  seve ra l o f  the k in g ’ s burghs; 
hence ' th e  f i r s t  prouest th a t  was in  the c i t e  o f  G la s g o w '.32 However, 
w h ile  the r e g a l i t y  g ran t o f  1450 made no mention o f  the bu rgh 's
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i n t e r n a l  c o n s t i t u t io n  or ' s e t t ' ,  the c o n f i rm a t io n  o f  1476 to  bishop 
John Laing s ta te d  th a t  the bishops were to  appo in t 'a  p ro v o s t ,  b a i l i e s ,  
sergeants and o the r  o f f i c e r s  as o f te n  as i t  s h a l l  seem to  [them] 
expedient f o r  the r u le  and government o f  the same c i t y ' .  Why was t h i s  
c lause om it ted  from the 1450 c h a r te r  and then s p e c i f ie d  in  the la t e r  
document, tog e th e r  w i th  a passage emphasising the b is h o p 's  power to  
remove 'any person to  and from the sa id  o f f i c e s  as o f te n  as [ th e y ]  
s h a l l  p le a se '? -53 There are two p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  The c h a r te r  o f  1476 
may rep resen t the end o f  an experim enta l p e r io d  du r in g  which burghal 
autonomy in  the e le c t io n  o f  p rovosts  had been p e rm it te d .  The second 
a l t e r n a t i v e ,  which does not prec lude t h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  i s  t h a t  the
1476 c h a r te r  o f  c o n f i rm a t io n  was sought in  response to an ac t o f
Parl iam ent o f  1469 which had s t ip u la te d  th a t  burgh c o u n c i ls  were to  
e le c t  the burgh o f f i c e r s .  A dm itted ly  t h i s  ac t  was aimed p r im a r i l y  
a t  the k in g 's  burghs and was in  any case im p e r fe c t ly  implemented 
even in  those, but i t  may have been regarded a t  the t im e as a p o te n t ia l  
th re a t  to  the r e g a l i t y  power o f  the Glasgow bishops.
I t  can thus be argued th a t ,  fa r  from enhancing the bu rgh 's  
p o s i t io n  in  terms o f  s e l f  government, the r e g a l i t y  c h a r te rs  a c tu a l ly  
d im in ished  the bu rgh 's  a b i l i t y  to  achieve a measure o f  autonomy. The 
1476 c h a r te r  ensured th a t  the c o n t ro l  o f  key appointments w i th in  the 
burgh was secured in  the hands o f  the b ishops. The subsequent 
c o n s t i t u t io n a l  p o s i t io n  o f  the burgh was e s ta b l is h e d  by t h i s  c h a r te r  
and a lthough the burgesses would from time to  t ime a ttem pt to  gain 
c o n t ro l  o f  the appointment o f  the b a i l i e s  (most n o tab ly  in  the 1550s), 
the p o s i t io n  o f  the p rovos t as an appoin tee o f  the s u p e r io r  seems to  
have been accepted w ith o u t  demur.
The p ro v o s t ’ s ro le  as the s u p e r io r ' s c h ie f  o f f i c e r  in  the burgh
wasdemonstrated by another f a c to r .  The bishops adm in is te red  t h e i r  
r e g a l i t y  through a b a i l i e  and t h i s  b a i l i e s h ip  was c lo s e ly  assoc ia ted  
w i th  the e a r ls  o f  Lennox by the s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  i f  not be fo re .  In  
1510-11 Matthew second e a r l  o f  the Stewart l i n e  was p rovos t o f  the 
burgh and was a lso  probably  b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y .  This type o f  
p lu ra l is m  , however, was unusual and, so fa r  as i s  known, d id  not occur 
again u n t i l  the 1570s. The more common p ra c t ic e  was th a t  the b a i l i e
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o f the  r e g a l i t y  acted through a deputy who was the  p rovos t o f  the 
burgh. Thus John t h i r d  e a r l o f  Lennox as b a i l ie  p r in c ip a l o f  the  
r e g a l i t y  e n tru s te d  the  depute b a i l ie s h ip  to  John Shaw and George 
Colquhoun, p rovos ts  o f  the burgh, between 1514 and 1524.35
Furtherm ore the  d is t in c t io n  between the  p rovos ts  on the  one hand 
and the o th e r burgh o f f i c ia l s  was emphasised by the  fa c t  th a t  the 
p rovos ts  were no t in d w e lle rs  but 'o u t la n d is ' men. D uring the 
s ix te e n th  ce n tu ry  a ttem pts  were made to  s top  t h is  p ra c t ic e  in  the  
k in g ’ s burghs but in  1609 the s tip u la tio n  th a t  on ly  merchants and 
t r a f f ic k e r s  l i v in g  in  a burgh were capable to  being i t s  m a g is tra te s  
had to  be repea ted . I t  was not u n t i l  t h is  a c t th a t  the  f i r s t  known 
merchant p rovos t was appo in ted  in  Glasgow; p r io r  to  then h o ld e rs  o f 
the post had been lo c a l la i r d s  or ( p a r t ic u la r ly  in  the  1570s and 
1580s) members o f  the n o b i l i t y . 36
I f  the r e g a l i t y  c h a r te rs  h indered the  growth o f  autonomy in  s e l f  
government, they nonethe less helped Glasgow to  m a in ta in  i t s  p o s it io n  
a t a tim e when the demarcation l in e s  between the  k in g 's  o r ro y a l burghs 
(as they were now known) and o the r burghs were being e s ta b lis h e d , 
p a r t ic u la r ly  in  the area o f  fo re ig n  tra d e . No doubt the  term s o f  
G lasgow's o r ig in a l  founda tion  would have stood i t  in  good stead 
d u rin g  th is  p e r io d . However, in  January 1490 the  b ishops o f  Glasgow 
ob ta ined  a c h a r te r  which no t on ly  increased t h e ir  own revenues but 
a lso  secured the b u rg h 's  r ig h t  to  tra d e  abroad.
This document confirm ed the bishops in  t h e ir  s p i r i t u a l  and 
tem pora l possessions and, in  a d d it io n ,  g ranted them the  r ig h t  to  have 
a fre e  tro n  a t which ' a l l  merchandise and goods th a t p e r ta in  to  the 
c it iz e n s  and tenan ts  o f  the c i t y  and barony o f  Glasgow may be th e re  
tro n e d , weighed and custom ed'. Once the goods had been weighed 
and the customs pa id , cockets ( cokke tas) were to  be issued  and the  
sa id  c it iz e n s  and tenan ts  were then to  be fre e  o f  a l l  o th e r customs 
on t h e ir  goods ' i n  a l l  o th e r towns, p o rts  and p laces w ith in  our 
kingdom, on th e ir  showing the  sa id  c o c k e ts '.  The b ishops o f  Glasgow 
were thus empowered to  c o l le c t  fo r  t h e ir  own uses the g re a t custom 
on 'w o o l, s k in s , h ides , c lo th ,  bread, f is h  and o th e r th in g s  as w e ll 
no t named as named' and as a c o ro lla r y  to  t h is  the burgesses o f
Glasgow were con firm ed in  t h e ir  r ig h t  to  e xp o rt such goods, in  common 
w ith  the  burgesses o f  ro y a l b u rgh s .37 G lasgow's r ig h ts  rega rd ing  
fo re ig n  tra d e  were fu r th e r  emphasised ten  months la te r  when the 
crown s t ip u la te d  th a t  ' a l l  manner o f  s h ip s , s tra n g e rs  and o th e rs , 
should come to  f r i e  burghs such as Dumbarton, Glasgow, A ire ,  I r v in e ,  
Wigtown, K irkcudb rugh , Renfrew and o th e rs  s ic k  burrowes and th e re  make 
m erchandize ' .  38
Thus the b ishops augmented t h e ir  income from the  burgh. This
comprised f i r s t l y  the  customs o f  the t ro n  ( ju s t  noted) and p robab ly
s e ve ra l o th e r o ld e r customs e x tra c te d  from the  m arket, the  exact
e x te n t o f  which can not be determ ined. These market customs were
farmed out d u rin g  the  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  39 u n t i l  in  1581 archb ishop
Boyd m o r t if ie d  ' a l l  and h a i l  our custom is o f  our t ro n e is  o f  Glasgow,
g re a t and sm a ll customes, f a i r  or mercat custom is , o r o f  m ett measure
or wecht p e r te in in g  to  vs ' to  the u n iv e rs ity /* 0 These customs were
d is t in c t  from those which the burgh was empowered to  c o l le c t ,  most
n o ta b ly  the  custom o f  the  la d le ,  income from which was c re d ite d  to  the
41b u rg h 's  common good th roughou t the 1570s and 1580s.
The bishops a lso  rece ived  re n ts  from the  burgh. The Robert o f  
M ithyngby c h a r te r  o f  c1268 s t ip u la te d  th a t  the  re n ts  due on the 
p ro p e rty  then being conveyed were to  be pa id  to  the b ishops. The 
same p ro v is io n  occurs in  b ishop M uirhead 's  c o n firm a tio n  o f  Mr P a tr ic k  
L e ic h e 's  founda tion  o f  a c h a p la in ry  in  1459, and in  Lord H a m ilto n 'sAO
g i f t  o f  p ro p e rty  to  the  u n iv e rs ity  the fo llo w in g  yea r. However 
when the e x ta n t burgh accounts commence, in  1573-74, i t  is  apparent 
th a t  the b u rg h 's  common good a lso  rece ived  income from th is  so u rce .A3 
The na tu re  o f  the  re la t io n s h ip  between burgh and s u p e rio r  as to  burgh 
re n ts  is  no t d isc lo se d  u n t i l  November 1605 when i t  is  recorded th a t 
the  burgh tre a s u re r  was to  pay the a rch b is h o p 's  cham berla in  f o r t y -  
e ig h t merks ' f o r  the burrow m a i l l is  o f  t h is  burgh ' fo r  the  years 1603, 
1604 and 1605, and th is  annual payment o f  s ix te e n  merks fo r  the  burgh 
lands was s p e c i f ic a l ly  reserved to  the archb ishops when Glasgow 
became a ro y a l burgh in  1611 .AA I t  would seem then th a t  a t some p o in t 
a f te r  1460 the burgh had been empowered to  c o l le c t  the 
'commone a n n u e ll is ' fo r  i t s  common good in  re tu rn  fo r  a f ix e d  ferme 
o f  s ix te e n  merks due to  the superior.45
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2. The burgh's development
R etu rn ing  to  the  ac ts  o f  1490, a lthough  Glasgow was thereby 
assured o f  i t s  r ig h t  to  tra d e  abroad, i t s  a c tu a l a b i l i t y  to  do so was 
l im ite d  by a number o f fa c to rs .  For one th in g ,  S c o tla n d 's  tra d e  was 
p r im a r i ly  w ith  the  B a lt ic  and the Low C oun tries  and Glasgow was 
o b v io u s ly  a t a d isadvantage compared to  the burghs on the east coas t. 
However Glasgow overcame th is  d i f f i c u l t y  by t ra d in g  through L in lith g o w  
to  ga in  access to  these m a rk e ts .46 Even as regards western tra d e , to  
A rg y l l and the  Is le s ,  Ire la n d  and France, the  b u rg h 's  p o s it io n  was 
fa r  from id e a l,  s itu a te d  as i t  was over tw enty m ile s  u p - r iv e r  on the 
Clyde which in  any case was un -nav igab le  beyond Dumbuck fo rd .  47 
Furtherm ore, Glasgow had to  deal w ith  p e r io d ic  in te r fe re n c e  from i t s  
neighbours Renfrew and Dumbarton, p a r t ic u la r ly  the  la t t e r .  F r ic t io n  
w ith  Dumbarton, a k in g 's  burgh, is  im p lie d  by the  terms o f  two 
th ir te e n th  cen tu ry  Glasgow c h a r te rs ,48 and a s p e c i f ic  d isp u te  was 
recorded in  1469. 49 S ig n i f ic a n t ly ,  on each occasion G lasgow's r ig h ts  
were p ro te c te d  by the crown ( fu r th e r  p ro o f o f  the  s tre n g th  o f  i t s  
c h a r te r  o f  fo u n d a tio n ) and th is  may have encouraged the  two burghs to  
agree in  1499 to  'ane m u tu a ll complyance and correspondance and the 
defence and maintenance o f  each o f  the u th e r is  p r iv i le d g e s ' . 50 
Nonetheless d isp u te s  con tinued  51 and so Glasgow tu rned  to  I r v in e  as i t s  
o u t le t  on the lower C lyde, thereby e f fe c t iv e ly  by-pass ing  Dumbarton.52 
This arrangement however had d isadvan tages, c h ie f  o f  which were the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  overland t ra n s p o r t .  Thus the  Glasgow merchants a lso  
adopted the p ra c t ic e  o f  meeting sh ips  in  the Clyde e s tua ry  and 
un load ing  cargo on to  sm a lle r boats capable o f  n a v ig a tin g  the upper 
reaches o f  the r iv e r .  More p o s it iv e  a c t io n  may have been taken in  
the  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  fo r  i t  is  b e lie ve d  th a t  in  1556 the in h a b ita n ts  
o f  Glasgow, Dumbarton and Renfrew attem pted to  remove the fo rd  a t 
Dumbuck, though w ith o u t success.53
D esp ite  the absence o f f irm  evidence rega rd in g  G lasgow's economic 
perform ance, the re  are s u f f ic ie n t  in d ic a t io n s  to  suggest th a t  Glasgow 
was a lrea dy  f lo u r is h in g  by the m id - f i f te e n th  c e n tu ry . When in  1451 
Pope N icho las  V founded the u n iv e rs ity  and re fe r re d  to  Glasgow as a 
c i t y  where 'th e  a i r  is  m ild , v ic tu a ls  are p le n t i f u l  and g rea t s to re
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o f  o th e r th in g s  p e r ta in in g  to  the  use o f  man is  fo u n d ',  t h is  was not 
mere r h e to r ic :  54 around the same tim e John Hardyng, spy ing  ou t the 
coun try  fo r  h is  E n g lish  m asters, spoke o f  Glasgow in  the  same
55glow ing te rm s. A lthough , the u n iv e rs ity  was s m a ll, i t  d id  g ive  
the  burgh added d ig n i ty  and the in f lu x  o f  m asters and s tuden ts  must 
have had some e f fe c t  on the lo c a l economy. The kudos o f  having a 
u n iv e rs ity  may even have a s s is te d  Glasgow in  i t s  commercial r e la t io n s  
w ith  Europe. However s t i l l  more im p o rta n t was the  d ig n i ty  bestowed 
on the see o f  Glasgow in  1492 when Pope Innocen t V I I I  e rec ted  i t  
in to  an a rc h b is h o p r ic , w ith  the bishops o f  A r g y l l ,  Dunblane,
Dunkeld and Galloway as the su ffra g a n s  o f  the a rchb ishop . 56 The 
t e r r i t o r i a l  ju r is d ic t io n  o f  the c o n s is to ry  c o u rt a t Glasgow was thus 
widened and the  conse quen tia l increase  in  business must have had a 
b e n e f ic ia l e f fe c t  on the bu rgh 's  m arket.
The la te  f i f t e e n th  and e a r ly  s ix te e n th  c e n tu r ie s  a lso  w itnessed 
an inc rease  in  the  number o f r e l ig io u s  fo unda tions  in  the  burgh, a 
phenomenon which was p robab ly  re la te d  in  p a r t to  the  increased  
s ta tu s  o f the see but which a lso  suggests an expanding lo c a l 
economy capable o f  su p p o rtin g  these fo u n d a tio n s . Furtherm ore the 
lo c a t io n  o f  se ve ra l o f  these new founda tions  in d ic a te s  how fa r  the 
b u r g h 's 'b ig g i t ' lands had spread by th is  tim e .
A lthough a c h a r te r  o f  the la te  tw e lf th  ce n tu ry  re fe rs  to  the 
prima e d if ic a t io n e  b u rg i 57 i t  is  probab le  th a t ,  be fo re  Glasgow 
became a burgh in  the  1170s, a se ttle m e n t a lrea dy  e x is te d  in  the 
v ic i n i t y  o f  the  c a th e d ra l which had been consecra ted in  1136 .58 
The re fe ren ce  to  the  f i r s t  b u ild in g  o f  the  burgh p robab ly  re la te s  to  
a c t iv i t y  about a m ile  south o f  the c a th e d ra l in  the  area now known 
as Glasgow Cross. Here High S tre e t ( th e  main a x is  o f  the  burgh, 
runn ing  southwards from the ca th e d ra l towards the  C lyde) is  
in te rs e c te d  by Trongate and Gallowgate and i t  is  b e lie v e d * th a t th is  
was the s i t e  o f  the market cross from the tim e o f  the  b u rg h 's  
in c e p t io n , a view which is  le n t  credence when the  a re a 's  p ro x im ity  
to  the  r iv e r  is  co n s id e re d .59 The bu rg h 's  te r ra  b u rg a lis  o r 'b ig g i t  
la n d ' thus comprised two n u c le i l in k e d  by the road la te r  known as 
High S tre e t:  the ca th e d ra l and i t s  e n v iro n s , and the  area around the 
Cross. Between and around these areas la y  the te r r a  cam pestris  (th e
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a ra b le  la n d ) and the  te r r a  communis ( th e  waste la n d , used fo r  
pasturage and f u e l ) ,  to g e th e r w ith  va rio u s  lands he ld  by r e n ta l le r s  
o f  the  b ishops. So fa r  as can be judged the main im petus o f  growth 
came from the  southern  nucleus around the cross and i n i t i a l l y  th is  
appears to  have taken the form o f movements southwards to  the  r iv e r  
(th e  b r id g e , f i r s t  mentioned in  1285, p robab ly  dated from much 
e a r l ie r )  and northwards towards the c a th e d ra l.60 As an example o f  
the la t t e r ,  in  1246 the Dominicans (B lack F r ia rs  o r F r ia rs  Preachers) 
were granted p ro p e rty  to  the east o f  High S tre e t61 bu t the  fa c t  th a t  
the lands between the two b u i l t - u p  n u c le i remained undeveloped fo r  
se ve ra l c e n tu r ie s  is  confirm ed when i t  is  noted th a t  i t  was in  th is  
same area th a t  the u n iv e rs ity  ob ta ined  i t s  f i r s t  s e t t le d  accommodation 
in  1460 and 1467. L ikew ise  the F ranciscans (Grey F r ia rs  o r F r ia rs  
M inor) were g iven lands alm ost im m edia te ly to  the w est, in  the 
1470s.63
Other r e l ig io u s  fou n d a tio n s , o f  va ry in g  im portance, date from 
th is  p e rio d  and t h e ir  lo c a tio n  in d ic a te s  an expansion beyond both o f 
the  b u i l t - u p  areas o f  the burgh. Two h o s p ita ls  fo r  the poor were 
e s ta b lis h e d  near the c a th e d ra l: St N icho las  H o s p ita l,  founded by 
b ishop Andrew Muirhead around 1464 and B la ca d e r's  h o s p ita l e s ta b lis h e d  
by R o lland B lacader, sub-dean, around 1524.64 F u rth e r n o rth  s t i l l  
was the  chapel o f  St Roche founded by Thomas M uirhead, re c to r  o f  
Stobo, around 1508.65 The le p e r h o s p ita l o f  St N in ian  was 
e s ta b lis h e d  on the fr in g e s  o f  the burgh a t the south end o f  the  b r id g e , 
i t s  lo c a t io n  o b v io u s ly  being determ ined by i t s  fu n c t io n .66 However 
o th e r founda tions  in  the southern h a l f  o f  the burgh show s igns  o f 
development towards the east and west. In  1500 David Cunningham, 
archdeacon o f  A r g y l l ,  e s ta b lis h e d  the chapel o f  L i t t l e  St K en tige rn  
on the  G allow m uir, east o f  the C ross.67 T w e n ty -five  years la te r  the 
c o l le g ia te  church o f  St Mary and St Anne ( la t e r  known as the  new 
k i r k )  was e s ta b lis h e d  by Mr James Houston, sub-dean o f  the  c a th e d ra l, 
west o f  the Cross on the sou ths ide  o f  T ro n g a te .68
Apart from these founda tions , t h is  p e rio d  o f  G lasgow's 
development was a lso  marked by the es tab lishm en t o f  se ve ra l 
c h a p la in r ie s  and the enrichm ent o f  the c h u rch 's  endowments by o the r 
g i f t s  from both c le r ic s  and la y  men.69 These phenomena were not
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unique to  the  burgh, bu t c o n s id e rin g  Glasgow in  is o la t io n  and s e t t in g  
aside  the  va r io u s  persona l m otives which prompted these dona tions , 
the  c o n c e n tra tio n  o f  a l l  these founda tions  and endowments w ith in  a 
r e la t iv e ly  s h o r t p e rio d  r e f le c ts  con fidence  based on a f lo u r is h in g  
lo c a l economy. Furtherm ore the p la c in g  o f  these h o s p ita ls  and 
churches on p e r ip h e ra l s ite s  suggests p o p u la tio n  pressure  on the 
b u rg h 's  e x is t in g  'b ig g i t  la n d s '.
Any a ttem pt to  gauge th e ^p o p u la tio n  o f  the  burgh is  seve re ly
lim ite d  by the com plete la c k  o f  such evidence as ta x  r o l l s  o r l i s t s
o f burgesses. N onetheless, on the bas is  o f  the  e x te n t o f  the  burgh
and the m oderate ly la rg e  number o f  r e l ig io u s  e s ta b lishm en ts  w ith in
d^oJUr
i t s  bounds i t  has been suggested th a t  anp opu la tion  o f  about 1,500 
in  the la te  fo u rte e n th  cen tu ry  had r is e n  to  between 2,500 and 3,000 
by 1500. 70 Around th is  tim e th e re  is  evidence o f  a l ie n a t io n s  o f 
sm a ll p a rce ls  o f  common land to  the south o f  the  k in g 's  highway from 
the  B a rrasye t to  the  b ridg e  (th e  B rig g a te , near the r iv e r ) ,  in d ic a t in g  
a d e s ire  to  o b ta in  land fo r  development, a need p robab ly  occasioned
71by a growing p o p u la tio n  re q u ir in g  more housing . On the  b a s is  o f  
s im ila r  evidence to  th a t  mentioned above i t  has been estim a ted  th a t
OtlllXfc "70
th e ^p o p u la tio n  had reached about 4,500 by 1560.
The le v e l o f  c o n tr ib u t io n  to  n a t io n a l ta x a tio n s  expected o f  
Glasgow g ives some in d ic a t io n  o f  i t s  w e a lth , both in  r e la t io n  to  
o th e r burghs and, to  an e x te n t, in  re a l term s. The dom ination  o f  the 
burghs on the  east coast ( in  p a r t ic u la r  Ed inburgh, Aberdeen and 
Dundee) because o f  t h e ir  e a s ie r access to  European m arkets is  
confirm ed by the  exchequer accounts o f  the  fo u r te e n th  and f i f t e e n th  
c e n tu r ie s  and the la te r  burgh tax  r o l l s  o f  the  s ix te e n th  c e n tu ry . 
Nonetheless i t  is  p o s s ib le  to  tra c e  G lasgow's progress through 
these sources. Payments by Glasgow are recorded in  the  cham berla ins ' 
accounts d u rin g  the pe rio d  1366 to  1374.73 In  1366 i t  s tood in  
tw e n ty - f i r s t  p lace , w ith  a c o n tr ib u t io n  o f  £5 10s 1d (0.9?o) towards 
a t o t a l  from t h i r t y - f o u r  burghs o f  around £ 5 8 6 .7A E ig h t years la te r  
i t  c o n tr ib u te d  o n ly  £2 0s 11d (0.3?o) towards the  sum o f  about £730 
c o lle c te d  from tw e n ty -s ix  burghs and stood in  tw e n ty - fo u r th  p lace . 75
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Vet by the  e a r ly  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  Glasgow was c le a r ly  regarded 
as capable o f  sh o u ld e rin g  a g re a te r p ro p o rt io n  o f  the  taxes f a l l in g  
on the burghs. In  the f i r s t  complete s u rv iv in g  s te n t r o l l  o f  the  
burghs, com piled in  1535, Glasgow was p laced e le ve n th  and c o n tr ib u te d  
2.01% o f  t h e ir  assessm ent.76 In  1557 i t  moved to  n in th  p la ce , but 
f e l l  back to  te n th  p o s it io n  in  1564:77 however n e ith e r  o f  these 
changes a ffe c te d  the  le v e l o f  i t s  c o n tr ib u t io n  which remained a t 
s l ig h t ly  more than 2%, a f ig u re  which would not in c rea se  u n t i l  the 
1580s. 78 Of more genera l s ig n if ic a n c e  was the fa c t  th a t ,  a lthough  
not a ro y a l burgh, Glasgow was regarded as such fo r  ta x a t io n  purposes 
th roughout the s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  i f  no t b e fo re . Commensurate w ith  
i t s  p o s it io n  as what m ight be termed a de fa c to  ro y a l burgh, Glasgow 
was represen ted  in  P arliam ent from 1546 and on the  Convention o f  
Royal Burghs from a t le a s t  1552.79 This s ta tu s  i t  owed not on ly  to  
the terms o f  i t s  founda tion  c h a r te r  bu t a lso  to  i t s  ta xa b le  ca p a c ity  
based on i t s  p ro s p e r ity .
The expansion in  w ealth  which seems to  have marked the pe rio d  
1450-1550 was o b v io u s ly  o f  b e n e fit  to  the in d w e lle rs  o f  the  burgh. 
However i t  was the burgesses who gained the  most from these 
developments as on ly  they were p e rm itte d  to  engage in  tra d e  and 
m anufacture . Burghal s o c ie ty  was d iv id e d  between these men and the 
unfreemen, a c la ss  which comprised the bu lk  o f  the  p o p u la tio n , 
namely the la b o u re rs  and se rvan ts  and beneath them the  u b iq u ito u s  
' lu m p e n p ro le ta r ia t ' .  Apart from access to  the burgh c o u rts  these men 
had no r ig h ts  and l e f t  no reco rds . Access to  bu rge ss-sh ip  was by 
in h e r ita n c e , m arriage or purchase, or v ia  an a p p re n tic e s h ip  in  one o f 
the  c r a f t s .  N onetheless, the in a b i l i t y  o f  the unfreemen to  trad e  
ensured th a t  few cou ld  buy t h e ir  way in to  the ranks o f  the  burgesses.
The burgesses or freemen o f  the burghs may be d iv id e d  in to  two 
broad groups, the merchants and the cra ftsm en w ith  t h e i r  re s p e c tiv e  
m onopolies o f  tra d e  and m anu fac tu re .80 A lthough th e re  were g rada tions  
o f  w ea lth  in  both groups, the very na tu re  o f these two monopolies 
ensured th a t  the cra ftsm en were dependent on the merchants fo r  access 
to  a m arket. This became even more marked as fo re ig n  tra d e  developed. 
Compared w ith  i t s  European ne ighbours, in c lu d in g  England, Scotland was
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econom ica lly  backward, an e x p o rte r o f  raw m a te r ia ls  such as h ides 
and wools in  exchange fo r  m anufactured goods. So long as the n a tiv e  
c r a f ts  remained undeveloped a h igh  le v e l o f  im po rts  was m ain ta ined 
and the s u p e r io r i ty  o f  the merchants was assured.
The a c c ru a l o f  w ea lth  brought in f lu e n c e  and power. In  seve ra l 
o f  the k in g 's  burghs the merchants formed g i ld s ,  the  e a rlie s t^e xa m p le  
being a t P e rth  in  1209. The e x te n t to  which these g i ld s  merchant 
c o n tro lle d  town c o u n c ils  v a r ie d , but even in  burghs where these 
in s t i t u t io n s  were no t found, lo c a l p o l i t i c a l  power g ra v ita te d  to  the 
merchants as the  w e a lth ie s t members o f  the burgess community. 
S im ila r ly ,  the ta xa b le  c a p a c ity  o f  the burghs re s u lte d  in  t h e ir  being 
represented in  P a rliam en t from the e a r ly  fo u rte e n th  ce n tu ry  onwards.
U -rg *ly
As the w ea lth  o f  the  burghs was^based on the a c t iv i t i e s  o f  the 
merchants, i t  was t h e ir  in te re s t  which was advanced in  P a rliam en t and 
i t  was they who acted as the burghs’ com m issioners. 81
A lthough the cra ftsm en shared w ith  the merchants the a b i l i t y  to  
ho ld  land by burgage tenure  (one o f  the  fundam ental r ig h ts  o f  a 
burgess) t h e ir  a tta in m e n t o f  the same re a l q u a li ty  o f  bu rgess-sh ip  as 
th a t enjoyed by t h e ir  neighbours was to  be a pro longed and d i f f i c u l t  
s tru g g le . L ike  the merchants, the cra ftsm en o r ig in a l ly  drew to g e th e r 
in  r e l ig io u s  f r a t e r n i t ie s  which looked a f te r  the s p i r i t u a l  and 
m a te r ia l w e lfa re  o f th e ir  members. However t h is  la t t e r  fu n c t io n  
p rov ided  a source o f  c o n f l ic t  both w ith  the  ru l in g  burgha l o lig a rc h ie s  
and P a rliam en t, p a r t ic u la r ly  rega rd ing  such m atte rs  as p r ic e  c o n tro l 
and the q u a li ty  o f  workmanship. During the f i f t e e n th  cen tu ry  a 
s o lu t io n  was adopted whereby some burghs began to  g ra n t sea ls  o fQO
cause in c o rp o ra tin g  these com binations o f  c ra ftsm en . On the  one 
hand these g ran ts  showed some w ill in g n e s s  on the p a r t o f  the  merchants 
to  a llo w  the  c r a f ts  a g re a te r degree o f  independence but more 
im p o r ta n tly  they a lso  a llow ed the burgh a u th o r i t ie s  to  de lega te  to  
the  deacons and o th e r c r a f t  leaders  r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  fo r  the good 
behaviour o f  t h e ir  members. Maintenance o f  the  c r a f t s '  m o n o p o lis tic  
p r iv i le g e s ,  embodied in  these sea ls  o f  cause, became dependent on a 
c o n tin u a tio n  o f th a t  good b e h a v io u r.83
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Yet even these modest developments were soon regarded as dangerous 
by the merchants who, us ing th e ir  p o s it io n  in  P a rlia m e n t, secured 
se ve ra l p ieces o f  le g is la t io n  aimed a t c o n t r o l l in g  these c r a f t  
o rg a n is a tio n s . These e f fo r t s  cu lm ina ted  in  an a c t o f  1555 which forbad 
the e le c t io n  o f  deacons and c r a f t  m eetings, in s te a d  o rd e rin g  th a t  the c r a f ts  
were to  be c o n tro lle d  through the m a g is tra te s  and town c o u n c ils  by 
means o f  'v is i t o u r e s ' who were to  in s p e c t the  standards o f workmanship.
No cra ftsm en were to  ho ld  o f f ic e ,  though two would be a llow ed to  s i t  on 
the c o u n c ils . In  fa c t  th is  ac t was hastily repe.oJe.«l. , the  crown (anxious 
to  secure the  support o f  the now numerous cra ftsm en as a coun terba lance 
a ga ins t the  m erchants) co n firm in g  the  c r a f t s '  r ig h ts  in  1556.84 
Nonetheless these phenomena t e s t i f y  to  a p re v a il in g  te n s io n  w ith in  
burgh com m unities, which cou ld  not e a s ily  be d is s ip a te d  d e sp ite  the 
in te rv e n t io n  o f  the crown.
I t  is  d i f f i c u l t  to  assess how fa r  these developments were m irro re d  
in  Glasgow. The on ly  s p e c if ic  re fe rences  to  the  ex is te n ce  o f  an 
organ ised body o f  merchants are found in  an in s tru m e n t o f  J u ly  1569 
which re la te s  the  sa le  o f p ro p e rty  to  James Flem ing 'as  p re s id e n t and 
in  name o f  a l l  the  merchants o f  the burgh ' and in  a m inute o f  J u ly  1582 
which records the e le c t io n  o f  the p re s id e n t o f  the  merchants.
A lthough i t  is  conce ivab le  th a t these d e ta i ls  re la te  to  a once 
in f lu e n t ia l  g i ld  merchant, i t  is  e v id e n t th a t  by the  la te  s ix te e n th  
cen tu ry  t h is  body o f  merchants, whatever i t s  form er h is to r y ,  played no 
ro le  in  burgh e le c t io n s  and in s te a d  appears to  have been l i t t l e  more 
than an economic c o n fe d e ra tio n . Yet i t  is  e q u a lly  c le a r  from the 
s u rv iv in g  c o u n c il m inutes which commence in  1574 th a t  the  merchants in  
Glasgow had, as elsewhere, secured a dominant p o s it io n  in  the 
governance o f the burgh, a p o s it io n  which they had no doubt enjoyed 
fo r  se ve ra l c e n tu r ie s . 85
I f ,  as has been suggested86, economic a c t iv i t y  in  Glasgow 
f lo u r is h e d  in  the la te  f i f te e n th  and e a r ly  s ix te e n th  c e n tu r ie s , a 
p re re q u is ite  o f  th is  success was not ju s t  an a c t iv e  merchant community 
bu t a lso  an expanding and more s e lf-a s s u re d  c r a f t  community. Such 
c o n d it io n s  would tend to  encourage c r a f t  com binations and in  o rde r to  
c o n tro l the a c t iv i t i e s  o f these ad hoc g roup ings , the m a g is tra te s  and 
c o u n c il began to  g ran t sea ls  o f  cause in c o rp o ra tin g  the  tra d e s ,
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c o n firm in g  th e i r  monopolies o f  m anufacture in  re tu rn  fo r  t h e ir  
obedience to  s t r i c t  ru le s  rega rd ing  t h e ir  o p e ra tio n s .87
The f i r s t  o f  these was granted in  Hay 1516 to  the  sk in n e rs  and 
f u r r ie r s . 88 The clauses o f  t h e ir  sea l o f  cause r e f le c t  the  re l ig io u s  
na tu re  o f  the c r a f t ,  the s tre n g th e n in g  o f  the  monopoly o f  m anufacture , 
and the o b lig a t io n s  incumbent on the c r a f t s '  o f f ic e r s  to  m a in ta in  
q u a li ty  c o n t ro l.  Thus the fees c o lle c te d  from new members were to  be 
used fo r  the upkeep o f  d iv in e  s e rv ic e  a t t h e ir  a l t a r  o f  St Mungo and 
each master was to  pay a penny weekly towards the  adornment o f  th a t  
a l t a r ;  no one was to  be a llow ed to  p ra c t ic e  as a sk in n e r o r f u r r ie r  
un less they were freemen and capable workmen; and no substandard work 
was to  be so ld  under the p e n a lty  o f  one pound o f  wax fo r  each o ffe n ce . 
These and o th e r re g u la t io n s  con ta ined  in  the c h a r te r  were to  be 
m onitored by the  k irkm a s te rs  o f the c r a f t  in  c o n ju n c tio n  w ith  the 
m a g is tra te s  and c o u n c il o f  the burgh. S im ila r  g ra n ts  to  o th e r trad es  
fo llo w e d : the t a i lo r s  in  1527 and again in  1547,89 the  websters in  
1528,90 the  hammermen in  1536,91 the masons in  1551 92 the  bax te rs  by 
1556,93 the  c o rd in e rs  in  155994 and the coopers in  1569.95 During 
the 1570s and 1580s on ly  the f le s h e rs  were added to  the  body o f  
in co rp o ra te d  c r a f t s . 96 The bonnetmakers fo llo w e d  in  159*7 and the 
w r ig h ts  ( fo rm e r ly  assoc ia ted  w ith  the  masons) in  1600.97
There thus e x is te d  w ith in  the burgh a m erchant-dom inated 
m ag is tracy and c o u n c il on the one hand and, on the  o th e r , groups o f 
in c re a s in g ly  s e lf-a s s u re d  in co rp o ra te d  cra ftsm en . F r ic t io n  must have 
a r is e n  p e r io d ic a l ly  between the c o u n c il and the c r a f t s  over such 
s e n s it iv e  issues as p r ic e  c o n tro l,  p a r t ic u la r ly  in  tim es o f  s c a rc ity  
such as the  la te  1540s when the  wholesale p r ic e s  o f  meal and b a rle y  
in  Glasgow rose from £1 and 2 4 /-  to  £2 and 4 8 /-  re s p e c t iv e ly .98 La te r 
evidence shows th a t a lthough in c o rp o ra tio n  made a c r a f t  e l ig ib le  fo r  
re p re s e n ta tio n  on the c o u n c il th rough i t s  deacon, such re p re s e n ta tio n  
was haphazard and by no means guaranteed each year. 99 I t  is  l i k e l y  
th a t  the f r u s t r a t io n  o f the in co rp o ra te d  c r a f ts  (and s t i l l  more o f 
those s t i l l  to  be in co rp o ra te d ) a t the c o u n c il 's  p o lic y  o f  ho ld in g  
down r e t a i l  p r ic e s  du rin g  pe riods  o f  s c a rc ity  and in f la t io n  became 
channe lled  in to  a d e s ire  fo r  a g re a te r say in  burgh a f f a i r s .  Elsewhere 
a t le a s t ,  i t  appears to  have been te n s io n  o f  t h is  s o r t  which provoked
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the  s h o r t - l iv e d  a c t o f  1555 p r o h ib it in g  c r a f t  a s s o c ia t io n s .100
Such may have formed a backdrop to  a disagreem ent which arose
in  the 1550s between the  burgh and archb ishop Beaton, i t s  s u p e r io r ,
as to  the  method o f  a p p o in tin g  the b a i l ie s ,  a lthough  i t  must be
conceded th a t  th e re  is  no evidence o f  a c r a f t  in p u t to  t h is  d is p u te .
Ins tead  the  ro o t cause la y  in  the  u n s e tt le d  na tu re  o f  burgh p o l i t ic s
in  the la te  1540s and e a r ly  1550s. A f te r  the  'b a t t le  o f  the  B u tts ' in
1544 the Lennox in te r e s t  in  the burgh had been ousted and the
Ham iltons had r is e n  to  prominence. Indeed the  H am iltons had attem pted
to  have one o f  t h e ir  fa m ily  chosen archb ishop in  succession to
archb ishop Dunbar who had d ied in  A p r i l  1547, and t h e i r  f a i lu r e  to  do
so may have prompted lo c a l h o s t i l i t y  to  Beaton who was no t consecrated
1 niu n t i l  August 1552. Whatever the case fo r  f iv e  years th e re  had been 
a power vacuum, the a u th o r ity  o f  the s u p e rio r  had been undermined, and 
the  burgh o lig a rc h y  now attem pted to  cha llenge  the  a rch b is h o p 's  
a u th o r i t y .
The p o in t a t issue  was not the appointm ent o f  the  p ro v o s t. I t  was 
accepted th a t  he was chosen by the archb ishop (though how fa r  t h is  was 
a c tu a lly  the case is  open to  doubt s ince  the  p rovostsh ip* was held 
th roughout the 1550s by a H a m ilto n ) .102 In s te a d , the le a d in g  
burgesses d ispu ted  the  a rch b ish o p 's  r ig h t  to  nominate the  b a i l ie s .
The case is  p a r t ic u la r ly  w e ll documented and, a f te r  the  r e g a l i t y  
c h a r te r  o f  1476, p rov ides  the e a r l ie s t  d e ta ile d  in fo rm a tio n  
rega rd in g  the s e t t  or c o n s t i tu t io n  o f  the burgh.
In  October 1553, on the Tuesday fo llo w in g  Michaelmas 'on which 
day every year the new . . .  b a i l ie s  are wont to  be e le c te d ' Andrew 
H am ilton o f Cochno, p ro v o s t, and 'a  f u l l  m eeting o f  the  m a g is tra te s ' 
met w ith  the  archb ishop in  h is  palace and a f te r
'much d iscu ss io n  on both s ides rega rd in g  the 
e le c t io n  . . .  they presented to  him a schedule o f  
paper wherein were w r it te n  down the names o f  some 
[e ig h t ]  o f  the most worthy and em inent men o f  the 
c i t y ,  asking  o f him which two o f  them he . . .  w i l le d  
to  adm it as c o u n c il lo rs  o r b a i l ie s  fo r  the  next 
year . . .  he nominated two o f  them, to  w i t ,  Master
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[John ] H a ll and John Mure . . .  p o in t in g  ou t w ith  h is  
f in g e r  t h e i r  names w r it te n  in  the sa id  schedule to  
the  sa id  p rovos t and m a g is tra te s  [who] . . .  f a i t h f u l l y  
promised to  e le c t  them so nominated . . .  as the  
custom is  us ing these words, "We s h a l l  do your 
lo rd s h ip ' s w i l l " . '
A f te r  the  dep a rtu re  o f  the p rovost and the d e le g a tio n  Beaton decided 
th a t  the outcome o f  the meeting should be recorded ’ fo r  the  removal 
o f  a l l  fu r th e r  co n te n tio n  re sp e c tin g  the  nom ina tion  and e le c t io n  o f 
c o u n c il lo r s  [ ie .  b a i l ie s ]  o f  our c i t y  o f  Glasgow th a t  s h a l l  happen to  
a r is e  in  tim e to  come'. 103
The te n o r o f  t h is  document, indeed i t s  very e x is te n c e , in d ic a te s  
th a t  th e re  had a lrea dy  been a d isp u te  over t h is  q ue s tion  ,1°4 but 
m a tte rs  came to  a head when, in  the fo llo w in g  O ctober, John M uir and 
Andrew Dunlop usurped these o f f ic e s  w ith o u t the  consent o f  the a rch­
b ishop , bu t a p p a re n tly  w ith  the f u l l  support o f  the  o ld  c o u n c il o f  
1553-54. On 12 February 1555 a ro y a l commission was issu ed , w ith  the 
consent o f  the  duke o f  C h a te lh e ra u lt as b a i l ie  o f  the  r e g a l i t y ,  
empowering Robert H e rio t and o th e rs  to  ho ld  r e g a l i t y  c o u rts  in  
Edinburgh to  examine the com pla in t b rought be fo re  the  P riv y  C ouncil 
by archb ishop Beaton rega rd ing  these even ts . The fa c t  th a t  i t  was 
though t exped ien t not to  ho ld  t h is  in q u iry  in  Glasgow in d ic a te s  how 
fa r  the archb ishop had lo s t  c o n tro l o f  h is  burgh. 105 The a f f a i r  
dragged on, the  c o u n c il c o n tin u in g  to  e le c t  i t s  b a i l ie s  in  October 
1555 and 1556, but by th is  tim e the d isp u te  had reached the Lords o f 
C ouncil and Session. Between December 1556 and May 1557 they in t e r ­
rogated t h i r t y - f o u r  w itnesses and t h e ir  d e p o s it io n s  and o th e r m a te r ia l 
subm itted  on b e h a lf o f  the archbishop have s u rv iv e d .106
The a rch b ish o p 's  case res te d  on the  c lause in  the  r e g a l i t y  c h a rte r  
o f  1476 which had empowered him to  appo in t the  m a g is tra te s  o f  the 
burgh, and the procedure which was described  in  the  in s tru m e n t o f  
October 1553, ju s t  n o te d .107 This view was borne out by the 
m a jo r ity  o f  the  w itnesses, in c lu d in g  John S tew art o f  M into (named in  
the  commission o f  February 1555 as heading th e -c o u n c il o f  1553-54 
which had in i t ia t e d  the d is p u te ) .  He s ta te d  th a t  he remembered
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' i n  h is  fe th e r is  tyme and in  h is  awin th a t  the  au ld  
b a i l l ie s  and counsale u s i t  y e r l ie  to  cum up to  the 
bischop and p re s e n t it  ce rtene  l i t i s  to  him , q u h ilk is  
l i t i e s  wes in  noumber 8 or 10, and the  b ischop 
re s s a v it  the l i t i s  and quhen he c o n s id e r it  thame he
wuld sey I  commend these twa to  be b a i l ie s  fo r  t h is
y e i r ' .
A more d i f f i c u l t  p o in t was whether the p re s e n ta tio n  o f  le e ts  was done
out o f  'fa v o u r  o r benevolence' o r 'use and wont' o r because the  o ld
b a i l ie s  and c o u n c il were 'ob lidged  and s u b ie c t to  make th is  
p re s e n ta t io u n '. Even those w itnesses sym pa the tic  to  the  a rch b ish o p 's  
case tended to  the  second but not the  th i r d  in te r p r e ta t io n .  A l l  were 
agreed th a t  a lthough  p rev ious d ispu tes  had been known the  archbishops 
had always 'g o t t h e ir  w i l l ' ,  and th a t  the d is p u te  in  q ue s tion  was a 
more se rio u s  a f f a i r  than e a r l ie r  d isagreem ents.
The on ly  tes tim ony a ga ins t the a rch b is h o p 's  view came from Henry 
B u r r e l l  and Mr David W ilson (though the  evidence o f  W illia m  Hegate, 
another member o f  the 15 5 3-54 c o u n c il,  can best be described  as 
a m b iv a le n t). B u r r e l l  denied a l l  knowledge o f  the b ishops ' r ig h ts ,  
a d m itt in g  th a t  le e ts  were presented to  the  palace but c la im in g  th a t  
he d id  no t know fo r  what purpose. Alone o f a l l  the  w itnesses he a lso
s ta te d  th a t  he d id  no t re a lis e  th a t M uir and Dunlop had taken o f f ic e
in  1554 w ith o u t the consent o f  Beaton. Mr David W ilson went so fa r  
as to  a s s e rt th a t he had been unaware th a t  le e ts  were presented 
to  the archb ishop or th a t the archbishops had ever nominated any o f 
the  tow n 's  b a i l ie s .  He then went on to  c o n tra d ic t  t h is  s ta tem en t, 
though in  a d e c la ra t io n  which he lps to  e x p la in  why Beaton had so
a lie n a te d  the  burgess le a d e rs : 'syn  th is  [B ea ton ] came to  the
archbischopric, th a t  the o ld  b a i l l ie s  and counsale presented le e ts  to  
him and than the bischop re fused to  g i fe  o r name ony o f  them th a t  the 
toun des ire d  and sa id  p la in ly  th a t  he would have them o f  h is  own 
in p u t t in g  and na o th e rw is e '.  108
Judgement in  favour o f  the archb ishop was g iven by the  Lords o f  
C ouncil and Session in  la te  May 1557. The c o u n c il was ordered to  
' g i f  up f ra  ch o is in g  o f  the b a i l l ie s  . . .  fo r  thame and th a ir  successouris
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c e te n o r is  o f  Glasgw a t th a ir  awin handis w ith o u t the  chesing and 
neming o f  thame be the  sa id  [a rchb ishop  and h is  successors] in  
tyme cum ing '. The b a i l ie s  then in  o f f ic e  were to  stand down. 1I^ 9 
A cco rd in g ly  David Lyon and John M uir ceased to  be b a i l ie s  in  e a r ly  
June 1557, be ing rep laced  by Georqe H erbertson and Mr John H a ll,  
nominees o f  the  archb ishop . 110
3. The post Reformation period
The e v id e n t f r i c t i o n  between the  burgh and i t s  s u p e rio r  may in  
p a r t e x p la in  the  bond o f  maintenance concluded between Beaton and 
C h a te lh e ra u lt in  February 1558 though i t s  p rim ary  concern was the 
'p e r i l lo u s  and dangerous tyme quh a ir d e te s ta b il h e res ies  ryses and 
in c re a s is  in  the d iocy  o f  G lasgow'. 111 The p a r t p layed by the  burgh 
in  the r e l ig io u s  and p o l i t i c a l  re v o lu t io n  o f  1559-60 is  unknown, 
though i t s  acquiescence was assured when C h a te lh e ra u lt ,  who was b a i l ie  
o f  the r e g a l i t y ,  de fec ted  to  the Lords o f  the  Congregation in  the 
ctu.fu.tnn o f  1559. By J u ly  1560 the a rc h b is h o p 's  c a s t le  was in  the hands 
o f  the Lords, a rchb ishop Beaton had f le d  the  co u n try  and the 
Reform ation had been a llow ed to  succeed in  Glasgow, a lm ost by d e fa u lt .
Apart from the  d isp u te  o f  1554-57, fu r th e r  d e ta ile d  in fo rm a tio n  
about the governance o f  the burgh does not appear u n t i l  the 1570s and 
thus i t  is  d i f f i c u l t  to  determ ine the exact im pact o f  these events on 
the  lo c a l a d m in is tra t io n . The a v a ila b le  m a te r ia l fo r  the  1560s 
c o n s is ts  o f  c h a r te r  docum entation and the  in s tru m e n ts  (a lm ost 
e x c lu s iv e ly  t i t l e s  to  land ) which were recorded in  the  town c le rk s ' 
p ro to c o l books. Using t h is  l im ite d  m a te r ia l i t  is  however p o ss ib le  
to  examine some o f  the more s a l ie n t  fe a tu re s  in  the  b u rg h 's  development 
d u rin g  t h is  p e r io d .
I t  has been suggested th a t the  1560s saw im p o rta n t developments 
in  the  b u rg h 's  quest fo r  g re a te r autonomy in  i t s  a f f a i r s . 112 In  1557 
the  burgesses o f  Glasgow were ordered to  d e s is t  from choosing th e ir  
b a i l ie s  w ith o u t the consent o f  the  s u p e r io r .  Did the  burgesses take 
advantage o f  archb ishop Beaton 's f l i g h t  to  press home t h e ir  c la im s to  
a say in  the  e le c t io n  o f the  b a il ie s ?  The a v a ila b le  evidence suggests 
th a t  they were re lu c ta n t  to  do so. On 30 September 1561 Robert
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Lindsay o f  Dunrod, p ro v o s t, 'w ith  ane g r i t  p a r t  o f  the  counsale and
com m unitie ' went to  the  c a s t le  w ith  t h e ir  le e t ,  be ing 'w i l l i n g  to
obtemper and obey the  d e c re it  o f  the lo r d is  o f  counsale and l e t t e r i s
o f  fo u r formes r a s i t  thereupon a t the in s ta n ce  o f  ane reverend fader
Jamesarchbischop o f  [G la sg o w ]'. Only a f te r  they had thus 'done th e ir
exact d i l ig e n c e ' and determ ined th a t  n e ith e r  the  archb ishop nor
anyone having h is  a u th o r ity  was th e re  d id  they fe e l ab le  to  proceed to
e le c t  t h e ir  b a i l ie s  and even then they f e l t  o b lig e d  to  reco rd  th e ir
113attem pt to  ga in  consent in  a n o ta r ia l  in s tru m e n t. The d e ta i ls  
o f  o th e r e le c t io n s  in  t h is  pe rio d  are unknown. Perhaps in  the  e a r ly  
1560s the burgh was a llow ed some la t i tu d e .  However the  re tu rn  o f  
Matthew e a r l o f  Lennox from e x i le ,  h is  appointm ent as b a i l ie  o f  the 
r e g a l i t y  in  p lace  o f  C h a te lh e ra u lt in  J u ly  1565, the  immediate a p p o in t­
ment by e a r l Matthew o f  S ir  John S tew art o f  M in to  as depute b a i l ie  o f  
the  r e g a l i t y  and the s im ultaneous appearance o f  M in to  as p rovos t o f  the 
burgh suggests i f  any th ing  a t ig h te n in g  o f  c o n tro l over the  b u rg h .11A 
A lthough Beaton was absent he con tinued  to  en joy the  f r u i t s  o f  the see 
u n t i l  1570 when he was fo r fe i te d .  The burgh was p a r t  o f  h is  tem pora l 
possessions bu t n e ith e r  he nor h is  agents who remained in  Glasgow could 
have had any in f lu e n c e  in  i t s  governance which now f e l l  under the 
sway o f  the  Lennox fa m ily  and th e ir  a s s o c ia te s . W illia m  W alker, one 
o f  B ea ton 's  s e rva n ts , g ra p h ic a lly  summed up h is  d i f f i c u l t i e s  in  a 
le t t e r  o f  A p r i l  1569 addressed to  h is  m aster:
' I  h a i f  bene in  g re a t t r u b l is  as is  knawin u tu a r l ie
be the  changeing o f  the c o lo u r is  o f  my h a ir  q u h ilk
was b lak  and now is  quhyte . . .  For I  d u e ll
in s ta n t l ie  under the s e i t  o f  thame th a t  I  dar nocht
saye quhais servand I  am . . .  bo t a lw ay is  pass is
115oure the  tyme the q u ie te s t maner I  m ay'.
Probably the most t e l l i n g  in d ic a t io n  o f  how burgh government was 
c o n tro lle d  d u rin g  these years is  ob ta ined  from an exam ination  o f  the 
s iz e  o f  the burgh c o u n c il in  1553-54 w ith  i t s  next known successor, 
th a t  o f  1574-75. The form er numbered t h i r t y - f i v e  w h ile  th a t  o f  1574-75 
numbered on ly  fo u r te e n ; on ly  in  the  1580s d id  numbers aga in exceed 
t h i r t y .  116 Th is re d u c tio n  in  c o u n c il membership was p robab ly  caused 
by the succession o f  p o l i t i c a l  em ergencies, c u lm in a tin g  in  c i v i l  war,
22
which punctuated the  1560s and e a r ly  1570s and i t  would be encouraged 
by the  a u th o r i t ie s  (Lennox as b a i l ie  o f  the  r e g a l i t y  and la te r  as 
regen t) because the  re te n t io n  o f  power in  the  hands o f  a few whose 
lo y a lty  cou ld  be depended upon was p re fe ra b le  to  w iden ing the  power 
base which m ight produce le s s  p re d ic ta b le  p o l ic ie s .  Th is  is  not to  
say th a t  w ider c o n s u lta t io n  would not take  p la ce : la te r  evidence
d is c lo s e s  th a t  in  1568 d e c is io n s  re g a rd in g  a lie n a t io n s  o f  the bu rgh 's  
common lands were taken w ith  'th e  consent o f  the  h a i l l  toune a t the 
Sym m erhill conwenand' .  117 The Sum m erhill m eetings were p robab ly  o f  
some a n t iq u ity  and i t  was p o l i t i c  to  have such m a tte rs  endorsed by the 
community; b u t, in  g e n e ra l, i t  was more conven ien t to  r e s t r i c t  the 
power base.
The Reform ation must have caused d iv is io n s  among the  r u l in g  
burgesses and produced fa c t io n s  e ith e r  sym pa the tic  o r h o s t i le  to  the 
changes in  p o l i t i c s ,  r e l ig io n  and s o c ie ty  then o c c u rr in g . The absence 
o f  burgh m inutes and contemporary commentaries on events in  Glasgow 
prec ludes any d e ta ile d  exam ination o f  p a r t ie s  and th e i r  in te re s ts  a t 
the Reform ation (such as has been accom plished fo r  E d in b u rg h ) .118 
F r ic t io n  undoubtedly e x is te d : in  December 1564 W illia m  Hegate (then
town c le rk  and p robab ly  a C a th o lic )  was accused o f  s la n d e r in g  James Law, 
b a i l ie  o f  the  burgh by 'speaking  o f  d iv e rs e  d e s p i t f u l l  and in ju r io u s  
words . . .  contempnand and v ilip e n d a n d  h im ' ; 119 and, a lthough  the 
burgh appears to  have been lo y a l to  the  k in g 's  cause, among those la te r  
pardoned fo r  t h e i r  p a r t a t Langside was John Boyd, burgess o f  Glasgow, 
p robab ly  the  same man who appeared on the  l i s t  o f  c o u n c il lo r s  in  
o f f ic e  in  1553-1554.120
Although the c o u n c il lo r s  appo in ted  d u rin g  the  1560s are unknown 
the b a i l ie s  can be id e n t i f ie d . 121 Exam ination o f  these m a g is tra te s  
shows th a t  in  1559-60, no doubt in  response to  the  te n s io n s  o f  the 
p e r io d , th re e  b a i l ie s  he ld  o f f ic e  in s te a d  o f  the  usua l two. This 
p ra c t ic e  was adopted again in  the  c i v i l  war p e r io d , and la te r  in  the 
1580s and th e re a f te r  because o f  pressure  o f  bus iness. These th re e  men, 
James F lem ing, John M uir and Mr Adam W allace were no t re -a p p o in te d  in  
1560. Such la c k  o f  c o n t in u ity  was not w ith o u t precedent but in  th is  
in s tan ce  was p robab ly  occasioned by the  R e form ation . M uir was not to
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be re -a p p o in te d  under the  new rdgim e, perhaps th rough age o r h is  
u n s u i t a b i l i t y  fo r  o f f ic e .  Fleming was not re -a p p o in te d  u n t i l  1570, 
an unusual bu t no t e x c e p tio n a lly  long p e rio d  ou t o f  o f f ic e ,  and 
(a lthou gh  he was tre a s u re r  in  1567 and p re s id e n t o f  the  merchants in  
1569) th e re  is  a suggestion  in  t h is  th a t  he was slow to  conform to  
the  new rdgim e. 122 W allace was re -a p p o in te d  in  1563 (embarking 
th e re a f te r  on a p u b lic  ca reer which la s te d  u n t i l  the  1590s) and thus 
seems to  have q u ic k ly  shaken o f f  any a s s o c ia tio n s  w ith  the  o ld  re g im e .123 
R e tu rn ing  to  1560, M uir, Fleming and W allace were rep laced  by James Law 
and David Lyon. Law's antecedents are unknown but Lyon was one o f  the 
b a i l ie s  removed from o f f ic e  by Beaton in  June 1557. Lyon was not 
reapp o in ted , though Law served once more, in  1564-65. 12Zt T he ir 
successors in  1561-63 were A rch ib a ld  Lyon and John W ilson (a c r a f t  
b a i l ie )  and s ig n i f ic a n t ly ,  l i k e  Law, n e ith e r  had been b a i l ie s  be fo re .
I t  is  a lso  no tab le  th a t, l i k e  David Lyon, both were in v o lv e d  in  the 
o p p o s it io n  to  Beaton du rin g  1554-57 (hav ing  been on the  1553-54 
c o u n c il)  bu t w h ile  i t  m ight be con je c tu re d  th a t  th e re  was some l in k  
between th a t  e a r l ie r  o p p o s itio n  and an embryonic P ro te s ta n t p a r ty ,  the 
more l i k e l y  e xp la n a tio n  is  th a t ,  g iven the  e x is te n ce  o f  a sm a ll r u l in g  
group, some o f  these men were l i k e l y  to  become b a i l ie s ,  whatever 
happened: the evidence o f  the 1570s and 1580s shows th a t  the  b a i l ie s
were re c ru ite d  e x c lu s iv e ly  from the membership o f  the  c o u n c il.
More s ig n i f ic a n t ly ,  o f  the n ine men who served as b a i l ie s  in  the 
1550s s ix  were reappo in ted  a f te r  1560 though most were ou t o f  o f f ic e  
fo r  se ve ra l years, perhaps u n t i l  they conformed (David L indsay, fo r  
e leven years, 1553-64; George H erbertson, fo r  e ig h t yea rs , 1558-66;
Mr John H a ll,  fo r  ten  y e a rs ,1559-69; and James F lem ing, fo r  ten  years, 
1560-70). Only Andrew Dunlop, John M uir and M ichael L indsay were not 
reapp o in ted . L ikew ise , o f  the tw e lve  men who served as b a i l ie s  du rin g  
the  1560s s ix  had served before  w h ile  s ix  were 'new' men, le d  by a 
seven th, S ir  John S tew art o f  M into who became p rovos t by 1565. 125 
Thus on the l im ite d  in fo rm a tio n  which is  a v a ila b le  i t  appears th a t 
a lthough  the Reform ation w itnessed the  r is e  o f  a new group, many o f  
the  le ade rs  o f  the pre-R efo rm ation  burgha l o lig a rc h y  conformed to ,  
and were accommodated by, the new regim e, w h ile  the 'new' men ( to  
whom may be added Mr Adam W allace, who q u ic k ly  became a prom inent b a i l ie
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in  1563 a f te r  o n ly  th re e  years ou t o f  o f f i c e )  formed th e  core  o f  what 
m ight lo o s e ly  be termed a P ro te s ta n t p a r ty .
A lthough the  e f fe c ts  o f  the  R eform ation on burgh p o l i t i c s  can only 
be in fe r re d  from in d ir e c t  evidence, th e  process whereby church lands 
in  the  burgh were a lie n a te d  is  b e t te r  documented and deserves 
exam ination s in ce  i t  m a te r ia l ly  a f fe c te d  n o t ju s t  c e r ta in  w e ll 
p laced in d iv id u a ls  bu t a lso  the fin a n ce s  of the burgh i t s e l f  as well as, 
o f course , the resources o f  the o ld  church and the new ministry.
The d i la p id a t io n  o f  the c h u rch 's  w ea lth  was well under way before 
the  R eform ation . Crown and n o b i l i t y  had come to  regard the major 
ben e fices  as p a r t o f  t h e ir  p a tr im o n ie s , w h ile  the  clergy, faced w ith  
heavy ta x a tio n , had tu rned  to  long tacks  and feu charters as a means 
of raising cash. O r ig in a l ly  such feu c h a r te rs  had been forbidden 
by canon law , s ince  the g ra n t o f  lands in  p e rp e tu ity  for a fixed duty 
was o b v io u s ly  no t to  the  c h u rch 's  advantage, bu t as the papacy had 
authorised the  ta x a tio n s  which had brought about t h is  phenomenon 
the S c o tt is h  church cou ld  on ly  e n jo in  the  c le rg y  in  1549 not to thus 
alienate p ro p e rty  ' un less fo r  good reasons . . .  found to  tend to the 
benefit o f these same churches and not on ly  to  the  p r iv a te  advantage 
of the  in d iv id u a l p o sse sso rs '. However l i t t l e  cou ld  be done to stem 
the t id e  o f a l ie n a t io n s ,  d e sp ite  fu r th e r  in ju n c t io n s  in 1552 and 155°. 
a lthough  i t  was obvious th a t  many o f  these tra n s a c tio n s  were motivated 
by p u re ly  p r iv a te  ga in  as c le r ic s ,  sensing the  approaching revolution), 
attem pted to  ensure fo r  themselves a co m fo rtab le  fu tu re .  127
It is difficult to assess how far the process of alienation! and
secularisation had proceeded in  Glasgow p r io r  to the R eform ation .
The available evidence suggests th a t ,  a lthough  some dilapidation took
plae© before 1560, the  c h u rch 's  p ro p e rty  in  the  burgh remained
r i l i t i v t l y  in ta c t  u n t i l  the Reform ation perhaps because o f  the
120ppeiene© o f  B is to n ; on the bas is  o f  the  Instruments recorded In the 
town e ls r k a ' p ro to c o l books, th e re  is  evidence o f  a t  least sixteen 
fiU e h i r t i n  a f fe c t in g  church lands in  the  burgh during the 1550s, but 
th©a§ and o th e r sources record  about seventy such conveyances, or 
r©=C0nviyine§§ o f  these ' f i r s t  g e n e ra tio n ’ alienations, In the 
fo llo w in g  d ieads. I t  is  no tab le  th a t  the  b e n e f ic ia r ie s  o f  many o f
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these tra n s a c tio n s  were people l i k e  p rovos t M into and h is  a sso c ia te s , 
o r o th e r men who would la te r  become prom inent in  burgh a f f a i r s .  129
N a tio n a lly  these p r iv a te  tra n s a c tio n s  th rea tened  to  d im in is h  
the a lready  dep le ted  endowments o f  the  church so s e r io u s ly  th a t  the 
m in is tr y ,  the  crown and o the r la y  in te re s ts  ( in c lu d in g  the  burghs) 
stood to  ga in  very l i t t l e .  E v e n tu a lly  in  1563 an a c t o f  P a rliam ent 
asserted  th a t  a l l  such a lie n a t io n s  had to  be v a lid a te d  by crown 
c o n firm a tio n , though how fa r  th is  succeeded in  s topp ing  d i la p id a t io n s  
is  to  be questioned . 130
Meanwhile, in  February 1562, agreement had been reached a t 
n a t io n a l le v e l rega rd in g  the endowment o f  the new church. Too many 
vested in te re s ts  were in vo lve d  to  pe rm it the  s a n c tio n in g  o f  the 
p roposa ls  urged by the  re fo rm e rs , whereby alm ost a l l  o f  the  o ld  
c h u rch 's  w ea lth  would have passed to  the  new m in is t r y .  131 Instead  
tw o - th ird s  o f  the o ld  ch u rch 's  revenues were to  be re ta in e d  by the 
e x is t in g  ho lde rs  o f  benefices du rin g  th e ir  l i fe t im e s .  The rem ain ing 
th i r d  was to  be c o lle c te d  by the crown fo r  i t s  own uses and those o f 
the reform ed church. On th is  bas is  the P r iv y  C ouncil a lso  s t ip u la te d  
th a t  a l l  annuals and d u tie s  p e r ta in in g  to  c h a p la in r ie s  .and f r ia r ie s  
w ith in  burghs were to  be adm in is te red  by 'such as the  Queen should 
depute th e re to ' fo r  the support o f  h o s p ita ls  and schoo ls and th a t  
those burghs (among them Glasgow) where the f r i a r ie s  remained 
in ta c t  were to  m a in ta in  those p ro p e rt ie s  fo r  these 'g o d ly  u s e s '.132
A lthough the f r i a r y  o f  the F ranciscans in  Glasgow appears to  
have been destroyed around 1560 the la rg e r  p ro p e rty  o f  the 
Dominicans fa red  b e t te r  and the manse and 'k irk ro o m ' were s t i l l  
in ta c t  when they were conveyed to  the c o lle g e  by the  crown in  J u ly  
1563, to g e th e r w ith  o th e r lands o f  the Dominicans around the burgh 
and elsewhere. Never w e ll endowed, the c o lle g e  was then in  such a 
s e rio u s  c o n d it io n  th a t  i t  was described  as 'th e  decay o f  ane 
V n iv e rs it ie  nor ony wyse to  be re k n it  ane e s ta b lis s e t fu n d a t io u n '.  133 
A lthough the u n iv e rs ity  was thus granted re s p ite  from i t s  f in a n c ia l 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  i t  soon became c le a r  th a t  fu r th e r  a c tio n  was re q u ire d  
to  p rov id e  the lo c a l m in is try  w ith  an adequate endowment. 134 The 
problem was not con fined  to  Glasgow and in  February 1567 the  crown
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began to  issue  a s e r ie s  o f  c h a rte rs  g i f t in g  e c c le s ia s t ic a l p ro p e rt ie s  
w ith in  t h e ir  bounds to  the burghs. 135
By a c h a r te r  issued on 16 March 1567 the  crown gran ted  to  the
m a g is tra te s  and c o u n c il o f  Glasgow the  la n d s , houses, churches, re n ts
and d u tie s  p e r ta in in g  to  a l l  c h a n tr ie s , a lta ra g e s  and prebends o f
any church , chapel o r f r i a r y  w ith in  the  burgh. The revenues thus
ob ta ined  were to  be used to  meet the  s tip e n d  o f  the  m in is te r  and the
s a la r ie s  o f  readers and o th e r e c c le s ia s t ic a l o f f ic e r s .  They were a lso
to  be employed in  fu rn is h in g  the burgh w ith  a h o s p ita l fo r  the
im poten t poor and orphans. Acknowledging the  fa c t  th a t  s in ce  the
'change o f  r e l ig io n '  many c le r ic s  had a lie n a te d  much o f  t h is  p ro p e rty
' in t o  the hands o f  c e r ta in  p a r t ic u la r  (o r  p r iv a te )  persons . . .  which
has happened p a r t ly  through the neg ligence  o f  the  o f f ic e r s  o r our
sa id  c i t y  and p a r t ly  through the c o l lu s io n  o f  the  sa id  p rebendaries ,
ch ap la ins  and f r i a r s ' ,  the  crown now resc inded  a l l  such d is p o s it io n s .
Sasine o f  these p ro p e r t ie s ,  known as Queen M ary 's  fo u n d a tio n  o f  the
136m in is tr y  and h o s p i t a l i t y  o f  Glasgow, was e ffe c te d  on 13 May 1567.
The good in te n t io n s  o f  th is  c h a r te r  were undermined by a number
o f  fa c to rs .  I t  g ran ted to  the burgh, fo r  'g o d ly  p u rp o se s ', the
'tw o - th ir d s ' o f  church p ro p e rty  w ith in  the  burgh, to  which the  new
m in is tr y  had p re v io u s ly  had no access bu t a lso  s t ip u la te d  th a t  the
e x is t in g  incumbents were s t i l l  to  en joy these p ro p e r t ie s  d u rin g  th e ir
l i f e t im e ,  a s i tu a t io n  which con tinued  u n t i l  the  te s t  a c t o f  1573
dep rived  non-conform ing ho lde rs  o f  b e n e fice s . Secondly the  evidence
o f the town c le r k s ' p ro to c o ls  shows th a t  the  c h a r te r  was not a l l
em bracing. A f te r  1567 feu c h a r te rs  o f  c e r ta in  church lands granted
by churchmen w ith o u t re fe re n ce  to  the  m a g is tra te s  and c o u n c il con tinue
to  be found. A lthough the  c h a r te r  covered 'any c h a p la in r ie s ,
a lta ra g e s  and prebends founded in  any church , chapel o r c o lle g e ',  the re
was an im p o rta n t e xce p tio n , the  prebendal p ro p e r t ie s  o f  the ca th e d ra l
canons. L a s t ly  the re fe ren ce  to  'th e  neg ligence  o f  the o f f ic e r s  o f
our sa id  c i t y '  cou ld  w e ll have read 'w i l f u l  n e g lig e n c e ',  fo r  the
m a g is tra te s  and (p ro b a b ly ) the c o u n c il f ig u re d  p ro m in e n tly  among
those 'p a r t ic u la r  (o r  p r iv a te )  persons' re fe r re d  to  in  the te x t  o f
the  1567 fo u n d a tio n  and, no t s u r p r is in g ly ,  these p rev ious  a lie n a tio n s
137do not appear to  have been resc inded .
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Thus the  funds a v a ila b le  were in s u f f ic ie n t  to  meet the 'g o d ly  
purposes' fo r  which they had been in ten ded . No h o s p ita l was b u i l t  
and Mr David Wemyss, the  m in is te r ,  remained w ith o u t an adequate 
s tip e n d . In  J u ly  o f  the  same year (1567) the  P r iv y  C ouncil ordered 
the  burgh to  pay p a r t  o f  t h is  ou t o f  i t s  common good and the  remainder 
(p lu s  the fees o f  the  o th e r k ir k  o f f ic e r s )  ou t o f  Queen M ary 's  
fo u n d a tio n . 138 This was s t i l l  no t enough and on 5 June 1568 the 
crown confirm ed the  g ra n t o f  March 1567 and extended i t  by a p p o in tin g  
the  m a g is tra te s  and c o u n c il in t r o m it te r s  o f  the th ir d s  o f  these 
bene fices  fo r  the b e n e f it  o f  the new m in is tr y .  For g re a te r assurance 
i t  was s t ip u la te d  th a t  the incumbents were not to  have access to  the 
' twa p a i r t '  o f  the revenues u n t i l  the th ir d s  had been c o l le c te d .1-59 
Nonetheless the m in is te r ,  Mr David Wemyss, con tinued  to  have 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  rega rd ing  the  inadequacy o f  h is  s tip e n d  which were not 
reso lved  u n t i l  the parson o f  Glasgow, Mr A rc h ib a ld  Douglas, consented 
in  January 1572 to  the  payment o f  a s tip e n d  o f  £200 out o f  the 
parsonage te in d s . 140
The burgh was thus re leased o f  i t s  o b lig a t io n s  in  t h is  respect 
and cou ld  devote the revenues over which i t  had ob ta ined  s u p e r io r i ty  
in  1567 to  the  needs o f  the s t i l l  a i l in g  c o lle g e . D esp ite  Queen 
M ary's founda tion  o f J u ly  1563 and two m inor d is p o s it io n s  by Mr Andrew 
Hay (parson o f  Renfrew and re c to r  o f  the  c o lle g e ) ,  the  f in a n c ia l
1 ix 1p o s it io n  o f  the u n iv e rs ity  remained very f r a g i le .  A cco rd in g ly  in  
January 1573 the m a g is tra te s  and c o u n c il g ranted to  the  c o lle g e  
the revenues which had been assigned to  the burgh in  1567 to  support 
a p r in c ip a l (who would be a p ro fe sso r o f  th eo logy ) two regen ts (who 
would teach ph ilo sophy) and tw elve poor s tu d e n ts . C ond itions  o f 
s e rv ic e  fo r  s t a f f  and a code o f  d is c ip l in e  were la id  down and the 
b a i l ie s  o f  the burgh were to  be c lo s e ly  in v o lv e d  in  t h e ir  enforcem ent. 
The man behind th is  rescue and re -c o n s t i tu t io n  o f  the  u n iv e rs ity  was 
Mr Andrew Hay whose 'e x h o r ta t io n ,  persuasion and a d v ice ' was 
acknowledged in  the c h a r te r .  142 Mr Adam W allace, a graduate 143 and a 
s i t t i n g  b a i l ie  a t the tim e , was no doubt sym pathetic  to  t h is  g ran t 
which appears to  have been m otiva ted  by genuine concern, a sense o f 
c iv ic  p r id e  and a r e c o lle c t io n  o f  the in s t ru c t io n s  o f  the P riv y  
C ounc il which in  1562 had id e n t i f ie d  education  as one o f  the 'g o d ly  
purposes' to  which the o ld  church revenues m ight be ded ica ted . The
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b u rg h 's  g i f t  helped to  ensure the u n iv e r s i t y 's  fu tu re .  This was 
fo llo w e d  by the  Nova E re c t io  o f  1577 (p robab ly  masterminded by Andrew 
M e lv i l le ,  who was appoin ted p r in c ip a l in  1574) which e s ta b lis h e d  an 
adequate ly endowed c o l le g ia te  in s t i t u t io n  and thereby la id  the 
founda tions  fo r  fu tu re  academic development. 144
However, no t on ly  was the u n iv e rs ity  to  experience d i f f i c u l t i e s  
e x tra c t in g  income from the p ro p e rt ie s  i t  rece ived  from the  burgh in  
1573145 b iit  in  any case the e x te n t o f  these resources had a lready  
been undermined by a number o f  fa c to rs .  D esp ite  the  p ro v is io n s  o f 
Queen M ary 's  founda tion  o f  1567 on which the bu rg h 's  g i f t  o f  1573 to  
the u n iv e rs ity  was based, the e a r l ie r  a lie n a t io n s  o f  church p ro p e rty  
to  in d iv id u a ls  do no t appear to  have been resc inded . Indeed the 
process had con tinued  e s p e c ia lly  s ince  a f te r  1567 the m a g is tra te s  and 
(presum ably) c o u n c il lo r s ,  who had as in d iv id u a ls  a lrea dy  b e n e fite d  
from se ve ra l o f  these tra n s a c tio n s , found themselves as s u p e rio rs  o f  
these p ro p e rt ie s  in  the p o s it io n  o f being ab le  to  convey seve ra l 
p a rce ls  o f  church lands to  themselves as in d iv id u a ls .146 Furtherm ore 
the bu rg h 's  g ran t to  the u n iv e rs ity  s p e c i f ic a l ly  excluded those 
c h a p la in r ie s  and prebends over which the m a g is tra te s  and c o u n c il had 
exe rc ised  r ig h ts  o f  patronage p r io r  to  Queen M ary's g i f t ,  revenues 
from which were to  be used to  p rov ide  b u rs a r ie s  fo r  the sons o f 
poor burgesses a tte n d in g  the bu rgh 's  s c h o o ls .147
As has been noted, archbishop Beaton con tinued  to  d e r iv e  income 
from h is  lands in  the archdiocese u n t i l  h is  f o r f e i tu r e  in  1570. 148 
These p ro p e rt ie s  were not a ffe c te d  by the t ra n s fe rs  p re v io u s ly  
d iscussed and they seem to  have remained r e la t iv e ly  in ta c t  u n t i l  
the  ep iscopa te  o f  James Boyd in  the 1570s. However th e re  was some 
d is s ip a t io n  o f these resources. Most obvious was the e x tra c t io n  o f 
the  th ir d s  fo r  the b e n e fit  o f  the crown and the m in is t r y ,  but the re  
is  a lso  evidence to  s u b s ta n tia te  the t r a d i t io n  th a t ,  fo llo w in g  the 
b a t t le  o f  Langside, the regent Moray rewarded the Glasgow bax te rs  
by a llo w in g  them to  b u ild  a m i l l  on the a rch b ish o p 's  land a t the 
K e lv in . 149 At the same tim e (May 1568) the regen t Moray placed the 
a rch b ish o p 's  c a s t le  in  the hands o f  S ir  John S tew art o f  M into who 
ob ta ined  fo r  i t s  support (and no doubt h is  own) seve ra l revenues 
e x tra c te d  from the b is h o p r ic .150 I t  was not s u rp r is in g  th a t  M into
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( in  whose hands a l l  lo c a l power was now concen tra ted  and who had 
a lready  p r o f i te d  from the d isp o sa l o f  o th e r church lands) should
now tu rn  h is  a t te n t io n  to  the a rch b ish o p 's  burgh o f  which he was
p ro v o s t. The a l ie n a t io n s  o f  burgh common land d u rin g  1568 and 1569 
(though c a r r ie d  through w ith  the consent o f  the  'h a i l l  toune a t the 
Sym m erhill conwenand') 151 were e ffe c te d  w ith o u t the  perm iss ion  o f 
the a rchb ishop , a fa c t  which upset B eaton 's  agent, W illia m  W alker.
On 6 A p r i l  1569 he w rote to  h is  m aster, then in  France, th a t
' a l l  the  borrow m uir o f  Glasgow on the  Southe syde 
o f  the  towne and a ls  Garngad h i l l  on the n o rth  p a r t
. . .  a r d i s t r i b u i t  be p ro vo s t, b a i l l ie s  and
communitie o f  the towne to  the in h a b ita r ie s  t h a ir o f ,  
every ane h is  awin p o rt io m  conforme to  h is  d eg rie  
. . . ,  bot I  walde have na p a rte  t h a ir o f  . . . ,  be 
ressoun I  knewe th a i had na power to  d e i l l  your 
lordschips lands w ith o u te  sum consent o f  youre 
lo rd s c h ip  or sum u th e r is  in  youre lo rd s c h ip s  name'. 152
The process o f  a lie n a t in g  the bu rgh 's  common lands con tinued  through 
the 1570s u n t i l ,  in  1576 the 'h a i l l  deaconis and com m unitie ' success­
f u l l y  p e t it io n e d  the m ag is tra te s  and c o u n c il to  stop the p ra c t ic e .  153 
A few o f  these a lie n a t io n s  were recorded in  the  p ro to c o l books o f 
the  town c le rk s  and these leave no doubt th a t  among the  main 
b e n e f ic ia r ie s  S ir  John S tewart o f  M into and h is  assoc ia tes  loomed 
la rg e . 154
R eturn ing  to  the  p o l i t ic s  o f  the 1560s, the compromise reached
over the endowment o f  the new church, whereby ho lde rs  o f  bene fices
were p ro te c te d  in  t h e ir  possessions du rin g  th e ir  l i fe t im e s  even i f
t h e ir  support fo r  the new fa i t h  was suspect, e f fe c t iv e ly  produced a
s itu a t io n  which promoted the s u rv iv a l o f  C a th o lic is m . I t  p e rs is te d
in  r u ra l areas such as A y rs h ire  where P ro tes tan tism  was s tron g  and
a lthough recusancy m ight be more e a s ily  c o n tro lle d  in  the burghs, the re
is  evidence o f  C a th o lic  a c t iv i t y  in  the towns. Thus in  Edinburgh
the s u rv iv a l o f  the o ld  f a i t h  was n u rtu re d  by the presence o f  a
155
C a th o lic  queen and the a c t iv i t i e s  o f  the c r a f t  g i ld s .
However in  Glasgow the in flu e n c e  o f  the ro y a l c o u rt was le ss
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immediate and archb ishop Beaton 's se lf- im pose d  e x i le  deprived  lo c a l
C a th o lic s  o f  any le a d e rs h ip . Beaton was a lso  c h a n c e llo r o f  the
u n iv e rs ity  and althoucfi that in s t i t u t io n 's  records fo r  t h is  c r i t i c a l
p e rio d  are m iss ing  th e re  can be l i t t l e  doubt th a t  the  vacuum crea ted
by the  c h a n c e llo r 's  departu re  f a c i l i t a t e d  the  changeover to  the new 
' 156regim e. A l l  t h is  may go some way towards e x p la in in g  why the 
Glasgow c r a f t  in c o rp o ra tio n s  d id  not respond in  the same way as th e ir  
c o u n te rp a rts  in  the c a p i ta l .  I t  has a lready  been noted th a t  the 
bax te rs  appear to  have a c t iv e ly  a s s is te d  the re g e n t's  fo rce s  in  the 
preparations which cu lm ina ted  in  the queen's de fea t a t Langside. 157 
Furthermore a t le a s t  th re e  o f  the in c o rp o ra tio n s  ob ta ined  re v ise d  
sea ls  o f  cause in  1569-70 a llo w in g  them to  d iv e r t  funds from th e ir  
a l ta r s  to  t h e ir  common c h a rg e s .158
On the o th e r hand, a lthough the mass had been banned in  1560,159 
much o f  the  in f r a s t r u c tu r e  o f the o ld  church remained in ta c t  and was 
indeed re p le n ish e d . Thus some p re se n ta tio n s  and c o l la t io n s  are 
recorded in  the e a r ly  1560s.160 More s ig n i f ic a n t ly ,  as la te  as 1564 
John Sm ith, ch a p la in  o f  the chap la incy  o f  St Mungo,erected a new 
c h a p la in ry  a t the a l ta r  o f  St N icho las . 161 By way o f  c o n tra s t,  in  
1567 s i r  Mark Jamesoun made a lte rn a t iv e  arrangements rega rd ing  
c e r ta in  masses and s e rv ice s  conta ined in  h is  founda tion  o f  1539, the 
endowments now being d ire c te d  towards the  alms houses and the le p e r 
h o s p ita l.  Jamesoun's c h a rte r  p rov ides the key to  the a c t iv i t y  o f 
the  C a th o lic  c le rg y  in  the immediate pos t-R e fo rm a tion  p e rio d  as i t  
s t ip u la te d  th a t i f  'th e  S c o tt is h  church s h a l l come to  i t s  form er s ta te  
and the  so le m n iza tio n  o f  masses and s u ffra g e s  in  manner used o f o ld  
s h a ll be ce le b ra te d  th e re in ' then the form er terms o f  the founda tion  
were to  be implemented. 162
The success o f  the Reform ation was by no means a foregone 
conc lu s io n  in  the 1560s and many must have b e lie ve d  th a t  the o ld  
f a i t h  would re tu rn .  Only a f te r  the f l i g h t  o f  the queen and the 
subsequent de fea t o f  the Marians (and th e re fo re  o f  the p o l i t i c a l  
wing o f  the C a th o lic  in te r e s t )  in  the c i v i l  war o f  1571-73 d id  the 
new regime fe e l s u f f i c ie n t ly  c o n fid e n t to  in tro d u c e  a r e l ig io u s  te s t  
fo r  e x is t in g  bene fice  h o ld e rs : they cou ld  e ith e r  accept the  reform ed
163f a i t h  o r s u f fe r  d e p r iv a t io n . 1DV
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There is  no th in g  to  suggest th a t  Glasgow was any th ing  but lo y a l 
to  the  k in g 's  p a rty  d u rin g  the war. Indeed, in  view o f  the bu rgh 's  
s tro n g  a s s o c ia tio n s  w ith  the Lennox fam ily , i t  p rov ided  a u s e fu l base 
fo r  o p e ra tio n s  a g a in s t Dumbarton c a s t le  and was i t s e l f  s u b je c t to  
a tta c k s  from th a t  q u a r te r .164 Thus, a lthough  the  regen t Matthew e a r l 
o f  Lennox was assass ina ted  in  September 1571, S tew art o f  M into remained 
in  c o n tro l o f  Glasgow as keeper o f i t s  c a s t le ,  depute b a i l ie  o f  the 
r e g a l i t y  and p rovos t o f  the burgh u n t i l  the  end o f  the c i v i l  war. 
However by th a t  tim e h is  use fu lness to  the  then re g e n t, M orton, had 
ceased fo r  d u rin g  the  war Robert Lord Boyd had been seduced from the 
Marian cause, and Morton now wished to  secure th a t  magnate's 
lo y a l t y . 1,65 The t ra n s fe r  o f  power from M into to  Boyd was bound up 
w ith  the succession to  the a rc h b is h o p ric  o f  Glasgow.
F o llow in g  archb ishop Beaton 's f o r f e i t u r e  in  September 1570
p re p a ra tio n s  were put in  hand to  f i l l  the vacancy and a s ty le  fo r
166p re s e n ta tio n  to  the see was drawn up in  January 1571. By the autumn
o f  th a t  year the te m p o ra lit ie s  were in  the possession o f  John
P o r te r f ie ld .  He a ttended P arliam ent in  September, and in  October
167consented to  the a lie n a t io n  o f  the parson o f  G lasgow's manse.
How fa r  h is  appointm ent c o n tr ib u te d  to  the  co n trove rsy  over John 
Douglas' p re s e n ta tio n  to  St Andrews in  August is  no t c le a r .  That 
d is p u te , occasioned by the  crow n's u n i la te r a l a c tio n  and the chu rch 's  
o b je c t io n  th a t  i t  had not been consu lted , le d  to  the compromise 
reached a t the  Convention o f  L e ith  in  January 1572 whereby the 
church , in  re tu rn  fo r  assurances th a t  i t  would have access to  the 
m ajor be n e fice s , consented to  the maintenance o f  ep iscopacy. This 
agreement was subsequently accepted by the f u l l  General Assembly
16fiin  August 1572 u n t i l  a more accep tab le  s o lu t io n  cou ld  be found.
In  accordance w ith  the L e ith  agreement, the com position  o f  the 
Glasgow chap te r was a lte re d  so th a t i t  comprised on ly  m in is te rs  o f 
the  reform ed f a i t h ,  and in  February 1572 a lic e n c e , d e c la r in g  the 
see vacant on the bas is  o f  B eaton 's f o r f e i t u r e ,  was issued to  th is  
new chap te r to  e le c t  an a rchb ishop. 169 The lic e n c e  om itted  the 
name o f  the crow n 's  nominee, but i t  would seem th a t an endorsement 
o f  P o r te r f ie ld 's  appointm ent was sought. However, a lthough Douglas' 
appointm ent to  St Andrews was r a t i f i e d  th a t same month, P o r te r f ie ld
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was not e le c te d  to  Glasgow and no more is  heard o f  th is  
a rchb ishop . 170
The next incumbent a t Glasgow was James Boyd o f  Trochrague who 
was nom inated, e le c te d  and consecrated archb ishop between September 
and November 1573. On 9 November he rece ived  the  te m p o ra lit ie s  o f  
the see from the  crown and S ir  John S tew art o f  M into handed over 
the  c a s t le  to  him. 171 The Lennox-M into a l l ia n c e  o f  in te re s ts  was 
now rep laced  by the nepotism  o f  the Boyds, fo r  the archb ishop was 
the nephew o f  Robert Lord Boyd whom the regen t Morton had appoin ted 
p rovos t o f  the burgh one month e a r l ie r ,  again d is p la c in g  M in to .172 
The s itu a t io n  was la te r  summed up by James M e lv i l le .
'T h is  Mr James Boid was a g e n tle  man o f  the Lord
Boids k in ,  a gu id  man and lo v e r  o f  le rn in g  and
le rn d  men in d u c it  be h is  c h e i f f  to  ta k  the
b is h o p r ic ,  the g i f t  wharof the sa id  Lord Boid
being a g r a i t  co u n sa llo u r to  the  Regent ha id
173p u rc h a s s it fo r  h is  com m od itie '.
The process was completed when Lord Boyd removed M into from the 
depute b a i l ie s h ip  o f  the r e g a l i t y  and had h im s e lf appoin ted f u l l  
b a i l ie .  This was done in  November 1573 and r a t i f i e d  by the 
archb ishop in  January 157 4 .17/!t On the occasion o f  h is  reappointm ent 
to  the p ro vo s tsh ip  in  the fo llo w in g  October i t  was s ta te d  in  Lord 
Boyd's commission from the archbishop th a t  'th e  o f f ic e  o f  p ro u e s tr ie  
o f  the bu rch t and c ie t ie  o f  Glasgw has new ir or s e y n d il l  been 
s e p a ra t i t  in  s in d ry  persounes handis f ra  the b a i l l i e r i e  o f  oure 
baron ie  f o i r s a id ' ,  a statem ent which bent the t r u th  to  f i t  the 
p re v a il in g  s i tu a t io n .  175
W ith the c lose  o f  the c i v i l  war, the temporary e c lip s e  o f the 
M into and Lennox in te re s t  in  the burgh and the r is e  to  power o f  the 
Boyds, Glasgow entered a new pe riod  in  i t s  development. The 
Reform ation was secure as the outcome o f  the war had ended the hopes 
o f  the C a th o lic s  th a t the changes brought about by the re v o lu t io n  
o f  1560 had been no more than a temporary aberration. Glasgow, l ik e  
the re s t  o f  the co u n try , cou ld  now attem pt to  recover from the 
d iv is iv e  p o l i t ic a l ,  economic and s o c ia l e f fe c ts  o f  the preceding
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tro u b le s . The s u rv iv in g  burgh c o u rt and c o u n c il records commence 
in  January 1574 and m a in ta in  an unbroken run u n t i l  A p r i l  1586.
Through these m inutes i t  becomes p o ss ib le  fo r  the  f i r s t  tim e to  
examine c lo s e ly  the  machinery o f  lo c a l government, the  com position  o f 
the  b u rg h 's  a d m in is tra t io n  and the  manner whereby the  apparent 
consensus in  burgh p o l i t i c s  du rin g  the  Boyd regime came to  be upset 
by the advent o f  new issues o f  c o n te n tio n  in  the la te  1570s.
* * * * * * * * * * *
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CHAPTER I I
THE BURGH CONSTITUTION, THE RULING ELITE 
AND BURGH POLITICS, 1574-86
1. The Burgh C onstitu tion
When archbishop Beaton and the lead ing  burgesses o f  Glasgow 
d ispu ted  the method o f  choosing the bu rgh 's  b a i l i e s  in  the 1550s 
n e i th e r  p a r ty  to  the con tes t could produce a w r i t t e n  s e t t  or 
c o n s t i t u t io n  o f  the burgh to  s u b s ta n t ia te  t h e i r  c la im s . This was 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  a problem fo r  the burgesses, fo r  the archbishop was 
able to  c i t e  the r e g a l i t y  c h a r te r  o f  1476 which supported h is  view 
th a t  the f i n a l  choice in  the e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s  res ted  w i th  the 
s u p e r io r .  Yet t h i s  document in  i t s e l f  was not s u f f i c i e n t ,  fo r  
recourse had to  be had to  the testim ony o f  t h i r t y - f o u r  leaders  o f  
the community be fore  judgement could be given by the Lords o f  
Council and Session in  favour o f  the archbishop in  May 1557.1
This decree t was to  be fo r  many years the so le  w r i t t e n  element 
in  the bu rgh 's  c o n s t i t u t io n .  In  the f i r s t  decade o f  the seventeenth 
cen tu ry  m atte rs  were put on a more fo rm al bas is  by the L e t te r  o f  
G u i ld ry  o f  February 1605 (which e s ta b l is h e d  and regu la ted  the dean 
o f  g u i ld  and h is  c o u r t ,  the deacon convener and o the r  o f f i c i a l s )  and by a 
ro y a l l e t t e r  o f  November 1606 which decreed th a t  the burgh c o u n c i l  
was to  be made up o f  an equal number o f  merchants and c ra f ts m e n .2 
However a comprehensive s e t t ,  d e t a i l i n g  the mechanism employed in  
the e le c t io n  o f  a l l  major o f f i c i a l s  and c o u n c i l lo r s ,  would not be 
recorded in  the town c o u n c i l 's  minute books u n t i l  1711.3
The absence o f  such a document and the consequen tia l re l ia n c e  
on custom and ' th e  memory o f  man' he lp to  e x p la in  why, desp ite  the 
se t t lem en t o f  1557, c o n s t i t u t io n a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  continued throughout 
the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry .  These are recorded in  the burgh co u r t  
and c o u n c i l  minutes which are ex tan t  from 19 January 1574 but apart 
from a f fo rd in g  evidence o f  d isco rd  these records make i t  poss ib le  
fo r  the f i r s t  t ime to  re c o n s tru c t  the burgh s e t t  as i t  operated 
p r io r  to  the reforms o f  the e a r ly  seventeenth ce n tu ry .
47
Broadly speaking there  were each year th ree  se ts  o f  e le c t io n s  
o r ,  to  be more p re c is e ,  meetings a t  which burgh o f f i c i a l s  were 
appo in ted . Taking these c h ro n o lo g ic a l ly  and in  in c re a s in g  order 
o f  importance, the f i r s t  to  be noted occurred be fore  E as te r,  a t  a 
time which va r ied  between f i v e  weeks to  on ly  fo u r  days before  th a t  
fe a s t .  At these meetings (u s u a l ly  ro u t in e  s i t t i n g s  o f  the burgh 
c o u r t )  the poinder and the herdsmen were chosen.4 These were minor 
o f f i c i a l s  and the re  i s  no th ing  in  the minutes to  suggest th a t  they 
were e le c te d .  Ins tead they were probably  appoin ted by the 
m ag is tra te s ,  perhaps in  c o n s u lta t io n  w i th  c e r ta in  members o f  the 
c o u n c i l .  On f i r s t  s ig h t  i t  might appear odd th a t  these o f f i c i a l s  
were chosen a t the same time but in  fa c t  t h e i r  fu n c t io n s  were 
re la te d .  The herdsmen's task was to  ensure th a t  the tow n 's  herds 
d id  not s t ra y  onto a rab le  land when they moved to  the common 
pasturage in  e a r ly  s p r in g .  Owners o f  l i v e s to c k  which was not 
placed in  t h e i r  care and which damaged crops r is k e d  having the 
o f fe n d in g  animals escheated by the po inder on b e h a lf  o f  the community. 
I t  m ight a lso  appear odd th a t  when the o f f i c e  o f  c a l f  herd was 
i n s t i t u t e d  in  1576 appointees were not chosen a t  the same time as 
the herdsmen. However the very na ture  o f  the job  was determined 
by the time a t  which the ca lves could be separated from t h e i r  
mothers and consequently  the c a l f  herds were appoin ted la t e r ,  
in  May.5
The second group o f  appointments was e f fe c te d  a t  the co u r t  o f  
the peram bula tion o f  the marches held a t  the Milndam on the f i r s t  
Tuesday a f t e r  Whitsun, a meeting a lso  re fe r re d  to  as the 'W itsondaye' 
c o u r t . 6 U n like  the ro u t in e  s i t t i n g s  o f  the burgh c o u r t  i t  would 
seem th a t  a la rg e r  body o f  the burgesses was expected to  a t tend  t h is  
meeting, i f  not in  f a c t  a l l  the burgesses. Thus, when in  June 1578 
a s ta tu te  was passed which attempted to  coun te rac t  non-attendance, 
those who were supposed to  a ttend  were de f ined  as ' a l l  honest men 
o f  coun se ll  and c oun se ll  p e r is ,  dekyn and dekyn p e r is '  p lus  a l l  
men ' a b i l l  and s u f f i c i e n t  to  be u n la w it  i l k  persoun fo r  v i i i  s ' .  7
The in s p e c t io n  o f  the bu rgh 's  boundaries was c a r r ie d  out by the 
m ag is tra tes  ass is te d  by a group o f  in d iv id u a ls  c a l le d  the outlandmen
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whose fu n c t io n  was to  re p o r t  damage to  the marches and encroachments 
on the bu rgh 's  s tock o f  common land. The names o f  the appointees 
are recorded in  the minutes but how they were chosen or by whom is  not 
d is c lo s e d ,  a lthough i t  i s  conce ivab le th a t  some form o f  e le c t io n  took 
p lace . 8
Also appoin ted a t the Whitsunday co u r t  were the town 's  m in s t re ls ,  
two in  number. However in  1575 i t  was decided to  de fe r  t h e i r  app o in t­
ment u n t i l  the la t e r  Summerhill c o u r t ,  'quhen the h a i l l  communite salbeQ
present to  g ive  t h a i r  v o t is  t h a i r a n e n t ' .  This comment, taken in  
co n ju n c t io n  w i th  the above mentioned s ta tu te  o f  June 1578, might suggest 
th a t  the d e f i n i t i o n  conta ined in  th a t  s ta tu te  d id  not encompass a l l  
the burgesses; i t  i s  h ig h ly  u n l ik e ly ,  however, th a t  i t  meant th a t  the 
unfreemen would be in vo lve d  a t  the Summerhill c o u r t ,  fo r  the concept 
o f  the burgh community embraced on ly  the burgesses, the freemen. The 
a c t io n  adopted in  1575 may s im p ly  have been occasioned by the 
p e re n n ia l problem o f  low attendances by the burgesses a t  the Whitsun 
peram bula t ions, a problem which the 1578 s ta tu te  was designed to  
remedy. However th a t  may be, the minute o f  1575 proves th a t  the 
m in s t re ls  were e le c te d  by the 'com m unite '.
The attendance o f  some o f  the w e a l th ie r  members o f  the community 
a t  the Whitsun c o u r t  could probably be guaranteed fo r  a t  these 
meetings the farms o f  the th ree  t o l l s  ( the  b r idge  t o l l ,  the la d le  and 
the m i l l )  were rouped and farmed to  the h ighes t  b id d e rs .  A lthough 
n e i th e r  appointed by the m ag is tra tes  nor e lec te d  by the community 
these men were in  e f f e c t  a c t in g  as o f f i c i a l s  on an agency bas is ,  
paying a lump sum to  the bu rgh 's  common purse and recouping t h is  
o u t la y  from the dues which they p e rs o n a l ly  c o l le c te d .  On the one 
hand t h i s  arrangement speeded the bu rgh 's  cash f low  and eased the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  the t re a s u re r  w h i le ,  on the o th e r ,  i t  gave the 
in d iv id u a l  farmers ample scope in  a good year to  cream o f f  a s izeab le  
p r o f i t  in to  t h e i r  own pu rses .10
Besides the appointments a lready noted as being e f fe c te d  a t 
the Whitsunday c o u r ts ,  th ree  o f f i c i a l s  were in v a r ia b ly  chosen, the 
t r e a s u r e r , 11 the master o f  w o rk12 and the common c le r k .  13 These were 
men o f  cons ide rab ly  h igher rank than those thus fa r  no t ice d  and they
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rece ived a s a la ry  from the common good commensurate w i th  the fee 
enjoyed by the b a i l i e s . 1A They were d e f i n i t e l y  e le c te d ,  fo r  the 
minutes almost always record not ju s t  the appoin tees but a lso  those 
men who were le e te d  unsuccess fu l ly  fo r  these posts. I t  seem h ig h ly  
probable th a t  a t  t h i s  time the e le c to ra te  comprised those men who 
were ordered to  a ttend  these meetings, as de f ined  in  the 1578 s ta tu te .15
The t h i r d  se t o f  appointments was conducted s h o r t ly  a f t e r
Michaelmas in  the f i r s t  week o f  October and commenced u s u a l ly
(bu t not always) on the Tuesday immediate ly fo l lo w in g  th a t  fe a s t .
This was not the Michaelmas head co u r t  which tended to  be held e i th e r
a week or a f o r t n ig h t  l a t e r .  In  1469 Parl iam ent had t ra n s fe r re d  the
e le c t io n  o f  burgh m ag is tra tes  to  the o ld  c o u n c i ls ,  thus d e p r iv in g  the
Michaelmas head c o u r t  o f  one o f  i t s  prime fu n c t io n s ,  and reducing the
in f lu e n c e  o f  the ' h a i l l  communite'. A lthough t h i s  ac t was d i re c te d
a t ro y a l  burghs (and im p e r fe c t ly  observed even in  them) i t  had
16probably  in f lu e n c e d  the p ra c t ic e  adopted in  Glasgow.
The f i r s t  o f f i c i a l  to  be appoin ted was the p rovos t who, as sen io r  
m ag is tra te  and leader o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n ,  was chosen by the s u p e r io r ,  
a r i g h t  which was not openly cha llenged by the burgesses du r ing  t h is  
p e r io d .  P r io r  to  1609 the p rovost was not a burgess but a member 
o f  the lo c a l  gen try  or even, fo r  a sh o r t  p e r io d ,  a member o f  the 
n o b i l i t y .  He was a lso  assoc ia ted  w i th  the b a i l i e s h ip  o f  the r e g a l i t y .  
These fa c to rs ,  to g e th e r  w i th  the method o f  h is  appo in tm en t,se t him 
apa rt  from the burgesses and a l l  o the r  burgh o f f i c i a l s .  He was 
p r im a r i l y  an o f f i c e r  o f  the archb ishop. However, as s h a l l  be 
demonstrated, du r in g  the 1570s and 1580s the c o n t ro l  o f  the burgh, 
and w ith  i t  the lo y a l t y  o f  the p rovos ts ,  was to  move from the
17archbishops to  the crown.
The e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s  was u s u a l ly  e f fe c te d  on the same day 
th a t  the p rovost was appoin ted . Whereas the burgesses had no say in  
the appointment o f  th a t  m a g is tra te ,  the method o f  choosing the b a i l i e s  
in vo lve d  both the community and the s u p e r io r ,  an arrangement which 
re f le c te d  the fa c t  th a t  these m ag is tra tes  were both leaders  o f  the 
community and o f f i c e r s  o f  the archb ishops. Thus the new p rovos t,  
the o ld  b a i l i e s  and the o ld  c o u n c i l  drew up a le e t  which was then
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presented to  the s u p e r io r  who chose from i t  those who would be b a i l i e s  
in  the ensuing year. The new b a i l i e s  (and the new p rovos t)  would 
then be fo rm a l ly  sworn in  by the o ld  b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l ,  re c e iv in g  
t h e i r  commissions and g iv in g  t h e i r  oaths ' f o r  l e i l l  and trew 
a d m in is t ra t io n e  in  t h a i r  o f f i c e s  du r ing  the tyme t h a i r o f ' . 18
I t  i s  not known how the le e ts  fo r  the b a i l i e s  were drawn up.
In  1601 the cand ida tes were e x c lu s iv e ly  o f  the merchant rank and
numbered seventeen, but t h is  seems to  have been an e x c e p t io n a l
p ro c e d u re .19 During the 1570s and 1580s the re  i s  c le a r  evidence th a t
craftsmen were le e te d  and th a t  on one occasion a cra ftsm an b a i l i e
onwas appointed (John W ilson, pew tere r, in  1576-77). S im i la r l y ,  
between 1574 and 1586 the number le e te d  va r ied  from s ix  (1576, 1577) 
and seven (1582) to  eleven (1581) but the usual f ig u r e  was e ig h t  
( a l l  o the r  yea rs ) .  The number o f  appointees a lso  v a r ie d ,  from two 
(1575, 1576, 1577 and 1579) to  th ree  ( a l l  o the r  ye a rs ) .  Nor was 
there  a re g u la r  p ra c t ic e  regard ing  whether or not the o ld  b a i l i e s  
were inc luded  on the le e t .  These grey areas, caused by the absence 
o f  a w r i t t e n  s e t t ,  led  to  seve ra l d i f f i c u l t i e s  between the supe r io r  
and the leaders  o f  the burgh community as to  the p re c ise  in te r p r e ta t io n  
which-was to  be placed on the 1557 decreet o f  the Lords o f  Council 
o f  Sess ion .21
The e le c t io n  o f  the burgh c o u n c i l  no rm a lly  took place two days 
a f te r  the appointment o f  the provost and b a i l i e s  and was conducted 
by the p rovos t ,  the new b a i l i e s  and the o ld  b a i l i e s . 22 But was there  
an e le c t io n  as such or were the c o u n c i l lo r s  merely appointed? I t  would 
seem th a t  they were e le c te d ,  a lthough the term appears on ly  tw ice ,  
in  1575 ( ' e l e c t i t  and c h e s i t ' )  and on 20 October 1580 ( 'c h o s in  and 
e l e c t i t ' ) .  2:5 The minutes do not however d is c lo s e  how the e le c t io n  was 
conducted. The s e t t  o f  1711 descr ibes how the merchant and c r a f t  
c o u n c i l lo r s  o f  the preceding year were to  be le e te d ,  toge the r  w ith  
o the rs  o f  the same rank who had not been c o u n c i l lo r s ,  to  produce a 
c o u n c i l  o f  t h i r te e n  merchants and twelve cra ftsm en. I t  i s  conce ivab le  
th a t  a p ra c t ic e  ak in  to  t h is  was used in  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry ,  
a lthough the p a r t i c u la r  d iv is io n  o f  the c o u n c i l  as described in  1711 
d id  not come in to  ope ra t ion  u n t i l  1606.
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Once the c o u n c i l  had been e lec ted  the remain ing appointments 
were made, presumably by the new m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l lo r s ,  a lthough 
t h i s  was never s p e c i f ie d .  The o f f i c i a l s  concerned were the keepers 
o f  the keys (a lmost in v a r ia b ly  lead ing  c o u n c i l lo r s  who acted as 
custod ians o f  the town 's  muniments), the l i n e r s  (who d e a lt  w i th  
boundary d is p u te s ) ,  the common p ro c u ra to r  (who prosecuted a c t io n s  
on b e h a lf  o f  the burgh ), the water b a i l i e  (who c o n t r o l le d  f i s h in g ) ,  
the c o l le c to r s  o f  sea l s i l v e r  and burgess h e i r  f in e s ,  and the 
o f f i c e r s . 25 There i s  no evidence th a t  e le c t io n s  were conducted 
fo r  these posts du r ing  t h i s  pe r iod  save in  the case o f  the o f f i c e r s  
fo r  whom le e ts  were recorded in  1574, 1578 and 1583.
Because o f  the absence o f  a w r i t t e n  s e t t ,  the fo rego ing  genera l 
a n a ly s is  o f  the bu rgh 's  c o n s t i t u t io n  and method o f  a p p o in t in g  
o f f i c i a l s  in  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  i s ,  o f  n e c e s s ity ,  a 
re c o n s t ru c t io n  based on the s u rv iv in g  m inutes. I t  should be noted 
th a t  i t  excludes a v a r ie t y  o f  minor or ad hoc o f f i c i a l s ,  evidence 
fo r  whom i s  found elsewhere in  the minutes or from passing 
re fe rences  in  the accounts. These o f f i c i a l s  can be d iv id e d  in to  
seve ra l ca te g o r ie s  accord ing  to  t h e i r  d u t ie s .
F i r s t l y  the re  were o f f i c i a l s  assoc ia ted  w i th  the burgh co u r t  
and i t s  le g a l  fu n c t io n s .  In  the case o f  the dempster (who 'c o n fe rm i t '  
the c o u r t ,  c a l le d  the s u i t s  and pronounced doom or sentence as 
d i re c te d  by the m ag is tra te s  or the c le r k )  no appointments were 
recorded but the o f f i c e  ho lde rs  can be id e n t i f i e d  through the 
minutes o f  the burgh c o u r t .  Evidence as to  the post o f  hangman 
or execu tione r i s  con f ined  to  the bu rgh 's  accounts which in c lu d e  
re fe rences to  the scourg ing  o f  fe lon s  by Malcolm Hamilton who, 
though never re fe r re d  to  as the hangman or execu tione r ,  obv ious ly  
held this p o s i t io n .  The burgh gaol was in  the to lb o o th .  The burgh 
employed s i r  A rch iba ld  D ic k ie  to  look a f t e r  the to lb o o th  c lo c k ,  but 
i t  i s  ev iden t th a t  the k i r k  session a lso  used him as t h e i r  g a o le r .
In  a l l  l i k e l ih o o d  he worked in  t h i s  c a p a c ity  f o r  the burgh c o u r t  as 
w e l l .  L a s t ly  the o f f i c e r  to  the u n iv e r s i t y  had a s p e c i f i c  re m it  
regard ing  the p rosecu tion  o f  the u n i v e r s i t y 's  in te r e s t s  in  the burgh 
and was sworn in to  o f f i c e  u s u a l ly ,  but not always, a f t e r  the main se t
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o f  Michaelmas appointments. The s u rv iv in g  minutes show th a t  he 
was appointed by the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  a t  the request o f  the
u n iv e r s i t y  and had the same powers as the bu rgh 's  own o f f i c e r s ,  w i th in
26h is  s p e c ia l  area o f  i n t e r e s t .
The second group comprises those minor o f f i c i a l s  whose d u t ie s
r e la te d . to  the bu rgh 's  markets. The common 'm e t ta r '  or weigher appears
to  have been p r im a r i l y  concerned w i th  the measurement o f  m alt bought
or so ld  w i th in  the burgh, but h is  exact re m it  i s  u n c e r ta in  and he i s
re fe r re d  to  on ly  tw ice  in  the minutes du r ing  t h i s  p e r io d .  The
keeper o f  the grass market i s  a lso  mentioned on ly  tw ic e ,  t h i s  time
in  the burgh accounts and again h is  re m it  i s  u n c e r ta in  a lthough i t
was probably  s im i la r  to  th a t  o f  the o the r  market in s p e c to rs .
Superv is ion  and in s p e c t io n  o f  the markets was u s u a l ly  de legated to  »
the b a i l i e s  and the burgh o f f i c e r s  but on occasions v i s i t o r s  to  the 
meal market and the corn market were appo in ted . S im i la r l y  groups 
o f  a le  ta s te rs  were sometimes employed to  examine the q u a l i t y  and 
p r ic e  o f  a le  being r e ta i le d  in  the burgh and to  ensure th a t  unfreemen 
were not usurp ing  the p r i v i le g e  o f  brewing which was con f ined  to  
burgesses. These occas iona l appointments o f  market v i s i t o r s  and a le  
t a s te rs  (which occur in  1574, 1577 and 1581) were e f fe c te d  through 
the annual se t o f  s ta tu te s  passed a t  Michaelmas a f t e r  the October 
e le c t io n s .27
7
Finance i s  the common bond l i n k in g  the t h i r d  group . O rd inary 
income was de r ived  from a v a r ie ty  o f  sources, in c lu d in g  land re n ts .  In 
the mid-1570s p a r t  o f  the bu rgh 's  s tock  o f  common muir land in  
G arngadh il l  and Gallowmuir was feued out and the accounts d is c lo s e  
th a t  a t  f i r s t  'males o f  the new rewin f u r t h t  m u r is ' were taken up by 
a s p e c ia l  c o l le c t o r  who a s s is te d  the t re a s u re r  w i th  t h i s  element o f  
the common good. E x tra o rd in a ry  income, on the o the r  hand, was 
ra ised  through s p e c ia l ta x a t io n s  or s te n ts .  Twice, in  1574 and 
1577, the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  au tho r ised  the le v y in g  o f  s te n ts  
to  a s s is t  w i th  p u b l ic  works then in  hand, on each occasion ap p o in t in g  
groups o f  s te n te rs  whose names were recorded in  the m inutes. Related 
e n t r ie s  in  the accounts show th a t  the t re a s u re r  was not in vo lve d  on 
these occasions: in s tead  the monies taken up by the s te n te rs  appear
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to  have been the r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  o f  an overseeer or c o l le c t o r .  28
Minor p u b l ic  h e a lth  o f f i c i a l s  were a lso  employed, the keeper o f  
the Gallowgate w e l l ,  the keeper o f  the k i r k  yards o f  the High K irk  
and the keeper o f  the b u r ia l  b e l l .  More im po rtan t were the ad hoc 
groups o f  o f f i c i a l s  appoin ted dur ing  the plague emergencies o f  1574 
and 1584, but the most no tab le  'p u b l ic  h e a l th '  o f f i c i a l  was the 
surgeon re ta in e d  by the burgh. Two are noted in  the m inutes,
Alexander Hay, who was in  re c e ip t  o f  a fee in  1577-78 o f  £6 13s 4d, 
and Thomas Mylne who succeeded him and was re ta in e d  fo r  £20, a 
remarkably h igh sum s ince  i t  was equa lled  on ly  by the fee paid to  
the p ro v o s t .29
The la s t  o f f i c i a l  to  be noted was the keeper o f  the to lb o o th  
'knok ' or c lo c k  who, as a lready  mentioned, may a lso  have acted as 
ga o le r .  In  h is  ca p a c ity  as keeper o f  the knok, however, he was in  
re c e ip t  o f  an annual fee from the common good and ,a lthough  i t  was 
never stated,may have been respons ib le  to  the master o f  work w h ile  
a c t in g  in  t h i s  c a p a c i t y . 30
C le a r ly  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh was, even a t  t h is  
e a r ly  da te , q u i te  s o p h is t ic a te d  and i t s  c o m p le x it ie s  had grown as 
the town had prospered. I t  has been estim ated th a t  the po p u la t io n
o f  Glasgow was about 3,000 in  1500 and had r is e n  to  4,500 by 1560.
31In  the fo l lo w in g  f o r t y  years i t  may have r is e n  to  around 7,000.
The sasines engrossed in  the town c le rks ' p ro to c o l  books in d ic a te  
cons ide rab le  development in  the S tockw ell and Mutland c r o f t  areas 
o f  the burgh from about 1575 onwards and the arrangements made in  
1574 and 1584 to  cope w i th  the th re a t  o f  plague appear to  s u b s ta n t ia te  
the po p u la t io n  es t im a tes .  In  the former year t h i r t y - e i g h t  o f f i c i a l s  
had been deemed s u f f i c i e n t  but ten years l a t e r  the number had r is e n  
to  f i f t y - f i v e .  Furthermore, as these o f f i c i a l s  were arranged by 
d i s t r i c t s ,  some in d ic a t io n  o f  r e la t i v e  pop u la t io n  d e n s ity  may be 
obta ined by comparing the number o f  appointees chosen in  each o f  
these years. Examination o f  these f ig u re s  in d ic a te s  th a t ,  as might 
be expected, the po p u la t io n  was a t i t s  densest in  the areas 
a d jo in in g  the Cross and th a t  these d i s t r i c t s  may have experienced
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a dram atic  po p u la t io n  increase dur ing  t h is  decade. This genera l
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im press ion , th a t  the burgh ’ s p o p u la t io n  was expanding in  the decade 
a f t e r  the c i v i l  war, i s  co rrobora ted  fu r th e r  by the s in k in g  o f  a 
new w e l l  in  the Gallowgate in  1575. 33 An increase  in  popu la t ion  
im p l ie s  an inc rease  in  p ro s p e r i ty  and the sharp r is e  dur ing  these 
years in  the income which accrued from the p e t ty  custom o f  the 
la d le  ( le v ie d  on a l l  v i c t u a l  coming to  the market) confirm s t h is  
phenomenon.34 Glasgow's market, ’ the m aist renoumed market in  a l l  
the west, honorable and c e le b r a te ' ,  was f l o u r i s h i n g . 35
A r i s in g  p o p u la t ion  and a busy market p lace put cons ide rab le  
pressure on the a d m in is t ra to rs  o f  the burgh. The t r a d i t i o n a l  
o f f i c i a l s ,  fo rm a l ly  chosen a t  Whitsun and Michaelmas, had found i t  
necessary to  de lega te  certa in d u t ie s  to  a p le th o ra  o f  minor o f f i c i a l s  
as business became more in vo lve d  and time consuming. The appointments 
o f  some o f  these men (such as the herdsmen and po inder a t  Easter) 
had become in te g ra te d  w i th  the s e t t  and were recorded reasonably 
r e g u la r ly .  Many o f  the o the r  minor appointments were s im ply not 
recorded a t  a l l  and t h is  survey, being dependent on chance re fe rences 
in  the minutes and accounts, may not embrace a l l  the o f f i c i a l s  who 
were in  o p e ra t io n  dur ing  t h i s  p e r io d .
Common to  seve ra l o f  the minor appointments was the p ra c t ic e  
o f  employing ca u t io n e rs  who stood su re ty  fo r  the good behaviour o f  
the o f f i c i a l s  concerned. This was o f  obvious importance in  the case 
o f  the farmers o f  the town 's  p e t ty  customs where a guarantee had to  
be prov ided to  ensure th a t  income accrued to  the common good. The 
use o f  t h i s  device in  o the r  cases re f le c te d  the need to  p rov ide  
s e c u r i t y  when d u t ie s  were being delegated w ith o u t  adequate c o n t ro l  
and i t  i s  found being employed w i th  the po inde rs , herdsmen, c a l f  herds 
and (most n o ta b ly )  the o f f i c e r s ,  the system being in troduced  in  t h e i r  
case a f te r  a case o f  m a la d m in is t ra t io n  in  the mid 1570s.36 In  some 
respects  the cau t io ne rs  can be regarded as q u a s i - o f f i c i a l s  s ince  they 
acted as s u re t ie s  on b e h a lf  o f  the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n ,  a lthough 
they were not o f  course o f f i c e  ho lde rs  per se. S ig n i f i c a n t l y ,  
however, many o f  the men who stood su re ty  fo r  burgh o f f i c i a l s  were 
themselves e i th e r  prominent o f f i c e  ho lders  or c o u n c i l lo r s  and t h e i r  
importance was demonstrated in  1580 when, w ith  the advent o f  Esme
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e a r l  o f  Lennox as p rovos t,  many o f f i c i a l s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  were removed 
from o f f i c e :  a lthough the o f f i c e r s  were not purged in  October 1580 
a new se t o f  ca u t io n e rs  was appoin ted to  them. 37
2. The ru lin g  e l i t e
Having o u t l in e d  the burgh s e t t  and the range o f  o f f i c i a l  d u t ie s  
which e x is te d  in  Glasgow in  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry ,  a number o f  
fa c to rs  re q u ire  c o n s id e ra t io n  be fore  the p o l i t i c s  o f  the pe r iod  can be 
examined. In  p a r t i c u la r ,  how re p re s e n ta t iv e  o f  burgh s o c ie ty  were the 
men who served in  i t s  a d m in is t ra t io n  and how d id  they a t t a in  o f f i c e  
( p a r t i c u la r l y  h igh  o f f i c e ) ?
Burgh s o c ie ty  was s t r i c t l y  demarcated between the burgesses or 
freemen and the unfreemen. The former had the r i g h t  to  deal in  commerce 
and to  manufacture goods and to  ho ld  p ro p e r ty  by burgage tenure but 
t h e i r  un free  neighbours had no such r ig h t s .  The unfreemen were the 
u n s k i l le d  la b o u re rs ,  journeymen, se rvan ts ,  seamen and the l i k e ,  w h ile  
beneath them were the urban lu m p e n p ro le ta r ia t , the vagabonds, th ieve s  
and p r o s t i t u te s .  Together they may w e l l  have comprised about 75% o f  the 
p o p u la t ion  ( i f  not more) but because they had no r ig h t s  they have l e f t  
l i t t l e  evidence o f  t h e i r  a c t i v i t i e s  save when t h e i r  misdemeanours 
caused them to  be summoned before  the burgh c o u r t  or the k i r k  sess ion . 
A l l  w ea lth , s ta tu s  and lo c a l  in f lu e n c e  accrued to  the burgesses and i t  
was they and they alone who could serve in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the
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burgh. At a very rough es t im a te , i f  th e ^p o p u la t io n  o f  Glasgow dur ing  
the 1570s and 1580s i s  se t a t  around 5,000, 75% o f  whom were un free , 
then the re  may have been about 1,250 burgesses. The number may have 
been even g rea te r  fo r  du r ing  the pe r iod  1574 to  1586 524 new burgesses
were c rea ted , ye t when those invo lve d  in  some way in  lo c a l  government 
are considered ( a l l  o f  whom, save perhaps the town execu tione r ,  were 
almost c e r ta in ly  freemen) on ly  about 240 men are found. C le a r ly  many 
burgesses were not in vo lved  in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  but a lthough the 
above c a lc u la t io n s  must be t re a te d  w i th  the greatest cau t ion  i t  i s  
a lready  obvious th a t  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  burgh government was o l ig a r c h ic .
The nature  o f  t h is  o l ig a rc h y  can be more c le a r l y  de f ined when i t
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i s  noted th a t  o f  these 240 men on ly  92 he ld  sen io r  p o s i t io n s  (e i th e r  
as c o u n c i l lo r s  or as sen io r  o f f i c i a l s ) .  S e t t in g  aside the seven 
p rovos ts  who were members o f  the gen try  and n o b i l i t y ,  the governance 
o f  the burgh res ted  w ith  a sm all group o f  men a t the core o f  which 
were the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l lo r s .  A l l  the b a i l i e s ,  a l l  bar one o f  
the common p ro c u ra to rs  and most o f  the key keepers and l i n e r s  were 
drawn from the body o f  c o u n c i l lo r s ,  w h ile  most o f  the t re a s u re rs  and 
masters o f  work became c o u n c i l lo r s  a f t e r  t h e i r  appointment. The 
remaining sen io r  o f f i c i a l ,  the common c le r k ,  d id  not s i t  on the 
c o u n c i l  a lthough du r in g  t h is  per iod  two former c le rk s  became 
c o u n c i l lo r s .
An a n a ly s is  o f  the genera l t rend  in  c o u n c i l  appointments dur ing  
these years suggests th a t  the re  was an annual tu rn ove r  o f  about one 
t h i r d  o f  the membership, w i th  two t h i r d s  being re ta in e d .  These f ig u re s  
are however decep tive . Being an average they exclude years when as many 
as 88% were re ta in e d  the fo l lo w in g  year (as in  the case o f  the 1576-77 
c o u n c i l )  or as few as 37% were continued in  o f f i c e  (as in  the case o f  the 
1581-82 c o u n c i l ) .  The f ig u re s  a lso  exclude men who, though not 
reappoin ted im m edia te ly , nonetheless re tu rned  to  the c o u n c i l  a t some 
subsequent e le c t io n .  I f  account is  taken o f  t h is  fa c to r  the average 
c o n t in u i t y  f ig u re  o f  66% r is e s  to  85%. S im i la r ly  the average in f l u x
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o f  'new b lood ' was on ly  23%.
The f u l l  e x te n t  o f  the s e l f - p e rp e tu a t in g  na ture  o f  the c o u n c i l  
becomes apparent when the p a t te rn  o f  appointments i s  examined more 
c lo s e ly .  Between 1574-75 and 1585-86 the s ize  o f  the c o u n c i l  rose 
from fou r teen  to  t h i r t y - t h r e e .  In a l l  the re  were 295 c o u n c i l  seats 
in  t h i s  p e r io d ,  he ld by seven ty -n ine  men. Thus on average these men 
were c o u n c i l lo r s  fou r  t im es. However i f  the men who served on ly  once 
are d iscoun ted , f o r t y - f i v e  c o u n c i l lo r s  remain, or a r a t i o  o f  one man 
to  f i v e  sea ts . This can be re f in e d  fu r t h e r .  I f  a l l  those who served 
f i v e  t imes or le ss  are removed, e ighteen men remain h o ld ing  145 o f  
these c o u n c i l  p o s i t io n s .  On average these men were c o u n c i l lo r s  e ig h t  times. 
Put another way, 23% o f  the t o t a l  number o f  c o u n c i l lo r s  held 49% o f  
the a v a i la b le  c o u n c i l  sea ts . Obviously the re  was w i th in  the group o f  
s e n io r  o f f i c i a l s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  an in n e r  group which dominated the 
o l ig a rc h y .  To i d e n t i f y  these men i t  i s  necessary to  tu rn  to  the b a i l i e s .
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Promotion from the c o u n c i l  to  the b a i l i e s h ip s  was open to  a 
s e le c t  few. During these twelve years a t o t a l  o f  tw e n ty -e ig h t  men 
( a l l  c o u n c i l lo r s )  were nominated to  these p re s t ig io u s  posts but on ly 
twe lve were s u c ce ss fu l ,  shar ing  between them the t h i r t y - f i v e  b a i l i e ­
sh ips  which were au tho r ised  by the s u p e r io r .  Frequency o f  le e t in g  
d id  not guarantee success. James Fleming was le e te d  seven times 
u n s u cce ss fu l ly ,  a lthough he had been and would again be a b a i l i e  
ou tw ith  t h is  p e r io d .  George Herbertson was nominated s ix  t imes w ithou t 
success but h is  f a i l u r e  to  be e lec ted  may have been due to  h is  
re p u ta t io n  as a troub lem aker. His a t ta c k s  on two b a i l i e s  (George 
E lph ins tone  in  1580 and Robert Stewart in  1581) can ha rd ly  have 
impressed the s u p e r io r  who would have sought r e l i a b le  and compatib le  
m a g is tra te s .  I f  the appointees are examined i t  can be seen th a t  the 
b a i l ie s h ip s  were dominated by John Graham (chosen th ree  t im e s ) ,
Robert Rowat and Mr Adam Wallace ( fo u r  t im e s ) ,  Robert Stewart ( f i v e  
t im e s ) ,  George E lph ins tone  ( s ix  t im es) and W il l ia m  Cunninghame 
(seven t im e s ) . 39
There was a c le a r  system o f  r o ta t io n  between the b a i l ie s h ip s  
and the c o u n c i l .  Thus Mr Adam Wallace was a b a i l i e  in  1574-75, 
a c o u n c i l lo r  from 1575 to  1577, a b a i l i e  in  1577-78, a c o u n c i l lo r  
from 1578 to  1582, b a i l i e  from 1582 to  1584 and a c o u n c i l lo r  from 
1584 to  1586. I f  the appointees to  the b a i l i e s h ip s  and the c o u n c i l  
are considered in  co n ju n c t io n  i t  becomes p o ss ib le  to  i d e n t i f y  the 
in ne r  group w i th in  the sen io r  o f f i c i a l s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  which 
dominated burgh government dur ing  the pe r iod  1574-1586. In t h is  
twelve year pe r iod  the re  were t h i r te e n  se ts  o f  appointments to  the 
b a i l ie s h ip s  and the c o u n c i l  (because o f  the double se t o f  e le c t io n s  
in  October 1580 occasioned by E a r l Esme's quest f o r  a com plian t 
magis tracy and c o u n c i l ) .  The fo l lo w in g  in n e r  group emerges: Andrew
B a i l l i e  and Mr Adam Wallace (never out o f  o f f i c e  as b a i l i e s  or 
c o u n c i l lo r s ) ;  W il l ia m  Cunninghame and A rch ib a ld  Lyon ( tw e lve  terms 
o f  o f f i c e  as b a i l i e s  or c o u n c i l lo r s ) ;  Robert S tewart and George 
Herbertson (e leven terms; the l a t t e r  as a c o u n c i l lo r  o n ly ,  h is  wealth 
and s ta tu s  no doubt o v e r - r id in g  any u n p o p u la r i ty  caused by h is  
quarrelsome d is p o s i t io n ) ;  Robert Adam and James Fleming ( ten  terms, 
as c o u n c i l lo r s  o n ly ) ;  George Elphinstone and Robert Rowat (n ine  terms
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as b a i l i e s  or c o u n c i l l o r s ) ;  John Graham, younger, David Lindsay,
e ld e r ,  John Lindsay and John C lerk  (e ig h t  terms, the la s t  
two as c o u n c i l lo r s  o n ly ) ;  George B u r r e l l ,  Gavin Graham, James Lyon, 
Robert Muir and Matthew Wilson (seven terms, a l l  as c o u n c i l lo r s ) ;  and 
Hector S tewart and John Wilson (both o f  whom served s ix  terms, once 
each as b a i l i e s )  and John Anderson, John Fleming and David H a l l  (who 
each served s ix  terms, a l l  as c o u n c i l lo r s ) .  40
Almost a l l  o f  the b a i l i e s  were drawn from the in n e r  group, the only 
excep tion  being C o lin  Campbell ( b a i l i e  in  1581-82, and a c o u n c i l lo r  
on two o the r  occas ions) .  L ikew ise a l l  bar one o f  the common p rocu ra to rs  
who can be i d e n t i f i e d  du r ing  these years were de r ived  from t h i s  group. 
Here the on ly  excep tion  was Robert Lord Boyd who, in  1575-76, combined 
t h i s  post w i th  the p ro v o s ts h ip .^ 1 The dom ination o f  c o u n c i l lo r s ,  and 
in  p a r t i c u la r  these lead ing  burgesses, can be detected  in  o the r  
se n io r  appointments e s p e c ia l ly  those e f fe c te d  a t  Michaelmas, namely 
the key keepers and the l i n e r s .
The p o s i t io n  o f  key keeper seems to  have been a s inecure  
reserved fo r  sen io r  c o u n c i l lo r s ,  in c lu d in g  those who had not become 
b a i l i e s .  Twelve se ts  o f  appointments su rv iv e  which record  th a t  
twenty-one men were appoin ted to  a t o t a l  o f  seventy-seven p laces.
A l l  bar one were c o u n c i l lo r s  or ho lders  o f  se n io r  posts on t h e i r  
appointment and f i f t e e n  belonged to  the in n e r  group, some o f  whom 
( f o r  example Andrew B a i l l i e  and A rch iba ld  Lyon, keepers ten times
A f j
each) monopolised these posts .
The appointments o f  l i n e r s  r e f l e c t  the same fe a tu re s ,  a lb e i t  to  
a s l i g h t l y  le s s e r  degree. Over t h i r te e n  se ts  o f  appointments the re  
were a t o t a l  o f  e ig h ty -e ig h t  places held by on ly  twenty-one men.
S ix teen were c o u n c i l lo r s  or sen io r  o f f i c e r s  a t the time o f  t h e i r  
appointment, w h ile  another (James Braidwood, l i n e r  in  1576-77) had 
been and would again be a c o u n c i l lo r .  Eleven o f  these men belonged 
to  the in n e r  group and once again severa l o f  these men dominated 
the o f f i c e ,  in  p a r t i c u la r  James Fleming, Robert Muir and Matthew 
Wilson who were each appoin ted l i n e r s  on ten occasions. However 
c o u n c i l lo r s  d id  not monopolise t h is  post to  q u i te  the same ex te n t  as 
they d id  the posts o f  key keepers p r in c ip a l l y  because, u n l ik e  those
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posts , the l i n e r s  had a q u i te  s p e c i f i c  and a c t iv e  r o le  to  f u l f i l  
which c a l le d  fo r  some degree o f  e x p e r t is e .  Thus, w i th  one poss ib le  
excep tion  ( in  1574-75), the l i n e r s  always inc luded  a mason. N e ither 
W alter Johnstone nor James W ilson, both masons who served seven 
and s ix  t imes re s p e c t iv e ly  as l in e r s ,  were c o u n c i l lo r s .  43
Nonetheless the l i n e r s  were m ostly c o u n c i l lo r s .  An obvious re s u l t  
o f  the c o u n c i l ’ s very re a l  c o n t ro l  over these and the o the r  sen io r  
posts noted thus fa r  was p lu ra l is m .  Except when a c t in g  as b a i l i e s  
men cou ld  ho ld  seve ra l posts s im u ltaneous ly .  For example James 
Fleming was a c o u n c i l lo r ,  common p ro c u ra to r  and key keeper in  1574-75.
In  the fo l lo w in g  th ree  years (1575-78) he was success ive ly  le e te d
(u n s u c c e s s fu l ly )  fo r  a b a i l i e s h ip  but was appoin ted a c o u n c i l lo r ,  key
4 4keeper and l i n e r ,  w h ile  on each occasion he had a lready  been 
appoin ted master o f  work a t  Whitsun.
Of the th ree  s e n io r  o f f i c e s  f i l l e d  a t  Whitsun ( the  o the rs  being the 
posts o f  the t re a s u re r  and c le r k ) ,  th a t  o f  the master o f  work most d isp layed  
the fe a tu re s  common to  the la t e r  Michaelmas appoin tments, namely 
c o u n c i l lo r  dom ination and p lu ra l is m .  45 During t h i s  twe lve  year 
p e r io d  seventeen men were le e te d  fo r  t h i s  pos t.  A l l  were e s ta b l is h e d  
o f f i c e  h o ld e rs ,  n ine from the in ne r  group. Frequency o f  le e t in g  
d id  not guarantee an appointment, the more so s ince  on ly  f i v e  men 
succeeded in  becoming masters o f  work. Of these f i v e  appoin tees, 
fou r  were members o f  the in ne r  group, one o f  whom in  p a r t i c u la r  
dominated t h i s  p o s i t io n  (James Fleming, master o f  work f i v e  t im e s ) .
As to  p lu ra l is m ,  the master o f  work appears to  have been ex o f f i c i o  
a l i n e r ;  every year bar th ree  he became a key keeper and w ith  
on ly  fou r  excep tions a c o u n c i l lo r .  I t  should be noted however th a t ,  
a lthough on one occasion ( in  1584) the t re a s u re r  was le e te d  master o f  
work, the re  appears to  have been an accepted r u le  th a t  the posts o f  
master o f  work, t re a s u re r  and c le r k  should not be combined. S im i la r l y ,  
they cou ld  not be combined w i th  a b a i l i e s h ip :  in  October 1580 Gavin
Graham was s p e c i f i c a l l y  barred from the e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s  because 
he was a lready  master o f  w o rk .46
The t re a s u re s h ip  was more unu sua l.47 A unique fe a tu re  o f  t h is  
post among the se n io r  p o s i t io n s  (caused, no doubt, by the f in a n c ia l
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r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  placed on the incumbent) was the fa c t  th a t  no man was 
e le c te d  t re a s u re r  more than once. Only s l i g h t l y  le ss  remarkable was 
the p a t te rn  o f  le e t in g .  Between 1574 and 1585 the re  were t h i r t y -  
e ig h t  cand ida tes  but on ly  twelve were a lready  e s ta b l is h e d  o f f i c e  
h o ld e rs ,  s ix  being members o f  the c o u n c i l lo r  in ne r  group. Of these 
twelve men th ree  became tre a su re rs  but on ly  one (Robert Adam) belonged 
to  th a t  in n e r  group. The o the r nine success fu l cand ida tes were drawn 
from the remain ing tw e n ty -s ix  'new' men. Thus the post was r e la t i v e l y  
f re e  from the in f lu e n c e  o f  es tab l ished  o f f i c e r s  and c o u n c i l lo r s .
S im i la r l y  i t  d id  not p rov ide  much o p p o r tu n ity  fo r  p lu ra l is m .  Only 
once (and th a t  in  e x cep t iona l circumstances -  the death o f  an
\ ZlAincumbent) d id  a t re a s u re r  become a key ho lde r and they were never 
in v o lv e d  in  the l i n i n g  fu n c t io n .  In p a r t  the pressures o f  t h e i r  job 
(and in  the case o f  key keepership perhaps questions o f  f in a n c ia l  
s e c u r i t y )  e x p la in  these phenomena. However i t  may a lso  be noted th a t  
n ine o f  the tw e lve  t re a s u re rs  in  t h is  per iod  were, subsequent to  t h e i r  
appoin tm ent, e le c te d  to  the c o u n c i l .
The c le rk s h ip  was unique in  th a t  t h is  sen io r  o f f i c i a l  was never
a c o u n c i l lo r .  Furthermore because the c le rk  had to  be an expert in
the law the re  was no in p u t  to  the le e ts  from the sen io r  o f f i c i a l s
49and c o u n c i l lo r s  thus fa r  mentioned. This in  i t s e l f  helps to  exp la in  
why on ly  e ig h t  men, seemingly a l l  n o ta r ie s ,  appeared on the le e ts  fo r  
the c le rk s h ip .  Yet ju s t  as a l l  the posts discussed (w ith  the excep tion 
o f  the t re a s u re rs h ip )  were dominated by a sm all group o f  i n f l u e n t i a l  
men, so too was the c le rk s h ip .  Indeed two men monopolised t h is  o f f i c e  
du r ing  these years: Mr Henry Gibson ( c le r k  from about 1568 u n t i l  1581) 
and A rch ib a ld  Hegate ( c le r k  from 1581 u n t i l  1588)?1 However i t  i s  noteworthy 
th a t  Hegate 's  fa th e r ,  W il l iam  Hegate (who had been c le rk  in  the
co
1560s p r io r  to  G ibson), was le e te d  c o n t in u a l ly  and w ith o u t  success 
between 1574 and 1580. As soon as A rch iba ld  Hegate became c le rk  in  
1581 i t  would appear th a t  fa m i ly  am b it ion  had been s a t i s f i e d  fo r  
in  the subsequent e le c t io n s  W il l ia m  d id  not compete w i th  h is  son.
Ins tead he jo in e d  the c o u n c i l  in  October 1581 as d id  Mr Henry Gibson 
whom the younger Hegate had d isp laced  f i v e  months p re v io u s ly .  Thus 
the re  was a ' c o n c i l i a r '  l i n k  even w i th  t h i s  pos t,  a l b e i t  o f  a 
re t ro s p e c t iv e  na tu re : both men were prominent c o u n c i l lo r s  up u n t i l
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the mid 1580s a t  le a s t ,  and Gibson was e le c te d  to  the 1589-90 c o u n c i l .53
In  conc lus ion  the sen io r  o f f i c i a l s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  ( e ig h ty - f i v e  
men, exc lud ing  the p rovos ts ,  two o f  whom nonetheless were a lso 
c o u n c i l lo r s )  may be viewed as two groups. An in n e r  cabal o f  twenty- 
fou r  men dominated the c o u n c i l  and the most s e n io r  posts in  the 
a d m in is t ra t io n  w h ile  the remaining ou te r  group cons is ted  o f  men who 
served on the c o u n c i l  le ss  than s ix  t imes and who were le ss  prominent 
in  these o the r  p o s i t io n s .  Yet toge the r  they formed a f a i r l y  c lose 
k n i t  and s e l f - p e rp e tu a t in g  body which comprised about 35?o o f  the t o t a l  
number o f  men (240) found in vo lve d  in  the bu rgh 's  a f f a i r s  du r ing  these 
years. They were an o l ig a rc h y  w i th in  a w ider group o f  men which
euiajLt-
i t s e l f  may have represented on ly  about 5?o o f  th e ^p o p u la t io n .
The d i s t i n c t i o n  between these se n io r  o f f i c i a l s  and the o the r  men 
employed in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  was q u i te  pronounced. Minor o f f i c i a l s  
such as the dempsters, po inders , herdsmen, water b a i l i e s  and burgh 
o f f i c e r s  never enjoyed h igher o f f i c e  and, as a c o r o l la r y  to  t h i s ,  
se n io r  o f f i c i a l s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  d id  not serve in  these p o s i t io n s .  
However se n io r  men were to  be found, in  va ry ing  numbers, a c t in g  
a longs ide  t h e i r  ju n io r  co l leagues in  such a d m in is t ra t iv e  groupings 
as the outlandmen, but they were never in  the m a jo r i ty .
Between 1574 and 1584, f i f t y - t h r e e  outlandmen can be i d e n t i f i e d  
o f  whom tw e n ty - th re e  were a lso  a t  some time sen io r  o f f i c i a l s  or 
c o u n c i l lo r s ,  e igh teen were ho lde rs  o f  o the r  minor posts and the 
remaining twelve appeared in  t h i s  ca p a c ity  o n l y . 55 S im i la r l y ,  o f  
the t h i r t y - e i g h t  plague o f f i c i a l s  appoin ted in  1574 eleven were then 
se n io r  o f f i c i a l s  or c o u n c i l lo r s ;  n ine were then ho lde rs  o f  o ther 
minor posts ; e ighteen held no o the r  post a t  the time o f  t h e i r  
appointment and o f  these men ten he ld  no o the r  posts a t  a l l  du r ing  
t h i s  p e r io d .  This d iv is io n  was even more marked ten years l a t e r .  
F o r ty -n in e  plague o f f i c i a l s  appoin ted in  1584 can be id e n t i f i e d .
Only s ix  then held o f f i c e  ( f i v e  a t  a se n io r  l e v e l ) ,  f o r t y - th r e e  held 
no o the r  post a t  the time o f  t h e i r  appointment and o f  these tw en ty -  
n ine  held no o the r  post a t  a l l  du r ing  these years. 56 The same 
phenomenon is  observable to  va ry ing  degrees among the market 
v i s i t o r s  and s te n te rs  and indeed the same men reappear in  these minor
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p o s i t io n s  to  an ex te n t  which s t ro n g ly  suggests th a t  o u tw ith  the 
group o f  lead ing  o f f i c i a l s  the re  was another group o f  le sse r  burgesses 
who were c a l le d  upon to  f u l f i l  minor a d m in is t ra t iv e  d u t ie s .  Thus, 
fo r  example, o f  the t h i r te e n  a le  ta s te rs  appoin ted on 6 October 1574, 
e ig h t  were a lso  employed as plague o f f i c i a l s  th re e  weeks la t e r ;  
these plague o f f i c i a l s  in  tu rn  inc luded  s ix  o f  the s te n te rs  appointed 
e a r l i e r  on 21 August. S im i la r l y ,  fo u r  o f  the tw e lve  a le  ta s te rs  
appointed in  October 1577 were chosen as s te n te rs  one month la t e r .
And, as a lready  noted, in  t imes o f  emergency, such as the plague c r is e s  
o f  1574 and 1584, an even w ider group o f  burgesses would be c a l le d  
upon to  a s s is t  the a d m in is t r a t io n .57
Examination o f  the careers o f  the men who served the burgh 
a d m in is t ra t io n  emphasises the d i s t i n c t i o n  between these two groups.
Few minor o f f i c e  ho lde rs  went on to  become s e n io r  o f f i c i a l s .  There 
are some examples o f  men r i s in g  through the ranks ( f o r  example John 
Hamilton, outlandman and s te n te r  in  1577, l a t e r  c o u n c i l lo r  in  1585-86 
or Mungo W ilson, outlandman in  1576, le e te d  fo r  the t re a s u re rs h ip  
un su cce ss fu l ly  in  1581, a plague o f f i c i a l  in  September 1584 and 
appoin ted to  the c o u n c i l  the fo l lo w in g  month) but these men were very much 
the excep tions . The two groups were la rg e ly  independent o f  each o th e r .
Minor o f f i c i a l s ,  so fa r  as can be judged, were nominated to  serve 
the a d m in is t ra t io n  by t h e i r  sen io r  co l leagues , the m ag is tra tes  and 
c o u n c i l .  The ir  p o s i t io n s  were not s a la r ie d  and cou ld  be onerous i f  
not (as in  the case o f  the plague searchers) dangerous. Burgh s e rv ice  
a t t h i s  le v e l  must have been unpopular a lthough no examples o f  men 
re fu s in g  t h e i r  appointments are recorded. Membership o f  the sen io r  
group on the o the r  hand brought s ta tu s ,  a degree o f  in f lu e n c e  and 
( in  the case o f  the b a i l i e s ,  common p ro c u ra to r ,  c le r k ,  master o f  work 
and t re a s u re r )  s ize ab le  s a la r ie s  from the common good.58 Return ing to  
these sen io r  o f f i c i a l s  and c o u n c i l lo r s ,  how and on what bas is  were 
these men re c ru i te d ?
Wealth was undoubtedly a key fa c to r  and some in d ic a t io n s  o f  the 
f in a n c ia l  c ircumstances o f  these men can be ob ta ined  from testamentary 
evidence. 59 I t  w i l l  be re c a l le d  th a t  th e re  was an inne r group o f  
about tw e n ty - fo u r  men which dominated the c o u n c i l  and sen io r  p o s i t io n s
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in  the a d m in is t r a t io n .60 Ten o f  these men d ied be fore  1601 (a use fu l 
c u t - o f f  date which helps to  m inim ise d i s t o r t io n s  caused by i n f l a t i o n ) .  
The ir  le g a c ie s ,  which range from £276 (Robert S tewart)  to  £3426 (George 
E lph ins tone) but which tend towards the l a t t e r  f ig u r e ,  average out a t 
£1588. Testamentary evidence fo r  t h i r t e e n  o the r  se n io r  o f f i c i a l s  and 
c o u n c i l lo r s ,  not members o f  the in ne r  group, su rv iv e s  and produces 
f ig u re s  rang ing from £163 (Robert Fleming) to  £2795 (P a t r ic k  G len).
On average these legac ies  amounted to  £810. P a t r ic k  G len 's  wealth  
in  t h i s  ou te r  group was e x c e p t io n a l ;  most o f  the in n e r  group were much 
w e a lth ie r  than these men (by 86% on average, based on the above f ig u re s )  
and i t  would seem in c o n t r o v e r t ib le  th a t  membership o f  the i n f l u e n t i a l  
in n e r  group was governed to  a la rg e  e x te n t  by w ea lth .
I f  the above f ig u re s  are combined the average legacy l e f t  by men 
who had been s e n io r  o f f i c i a l s  or c o u n c i l lo r s  i s  found to  be £1148.
By way o f  comparison the average legacy o f  minor o f f i c i a l s  whose 
testaments can be t raced  was £670. In  order to  put these f ig u re s  in to  
some con tex t  a random sample o f  n o n -o f f ic e  ho lde rs  whose testaments 
were re g is te re d  in  the same pe r iod  was taken and produced an average 
o f  £517. Expressed in  percentage terms the se n io r  o f f i c i a l s  as a 
whole were on average 72% w e a lth ie r  than the minor o f f i c e  ho lders  and 
they in  tu rn  were about 23% w e a lth ie r  than the group o f  n o n -o f f ic e  
ho lde rs .  I t  must be s tressed t h a t ,  because o f  the incompleteness o f  
the m a te r ia l  and the random nature  o f  the la s t  sample, these f ig u re s  
must be t re a te d  w i th  g rea t c a u t io n .  Nonetheless they do suggest th a t  
the burgh o l ig a rc h y  was based on a steep g rada tion  o f  w ea lth .
In  t h i s  respect i t  i s  rewarding to  re-examine the post o f  burgh 
t re a s u re r ,  both in  terms o f  the appoin tees and those who were lee ted  
u n su ccess fu l ly  fo r  t h i s  p o s i t io n .  As t h is  o f f i c e  c a r r ie d  an in he ren t  
f in a n c ia l  r i s k  i t  can be argued th a t  the men who were lee ted  fo r  
t h i s  post wished to  show themselves w i l l i n g  and capable o f  ta k in g
f\ 1t h i s  r i s k .  Even i f  they were not e le c te d  they m ight thus be brought 
to  the a t te n t io n  o f  the r u l in g  o l ig a rc h y .  During t h i s  twe lve year 
per iod , as a lready no ted62 a t o t a l  o f  t h i r t y - e i g h t  men were lee ted  fo r  
t h i s  post and twelve became t re a s u re rs .  These t h i r t y - e i g h t  men can be 
d iv id e d  in to  two main groups. F i r s t l y  the re  were those who had
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probably  a lready  he ld  h igh o f f i c e  or were in  o f f i c e  when they were 
le e te d , 6"5 a t o t a l  o f  twe lve men, th re e  o f  whom became tre a s u re rs .
The second group o f  tw e n ty -s ix  men were, a t  the time o f  t h e i r  le e t in g ,  
new to  burgh p o l i t i c s .  From t h i s  group the remain ing nine tre a su re rs  
were r e c ru i te d  p lus  another f i v e  men who, though not appointed 
t re a s u re rs ,  nonetheless la t e r  became c o u n c i l lo r s .  The most s t r i k in g  
example o f  advancement by t h is  rou te  was Robert Rowat who was lee ted  
unsu ccess fu l ly  in  1575, s u c c e s s fu l ly  in  1576, became a c o u n c i l lo r  in  
October 1576 and by the fo l lo w in g  year was a b a i l i e .  He remained 
an im po rtan t f ig u r e  in  burgh p o l i t i c s  u n t i l  a t  le a s t  1601 .64 
Testamentary evidence su rv ives  fo r  some o f  these men. Unsuccessful 
cand ida tes ( a lb e i t  men who were a lready  e s ta b l is h e d  in  the adm in i­
s t r a t io n )  were Andrew B a i l l i e ,  £2181, David H a l l ,  £1520, and John 
L indsay, £2473. A success fu l cand ida te , who had a lready  been a 
c o u n c i l lo r ,  was Robert Adam who l e f t  £866 w h ile  o f  the new men who 
became t re a s u re rs  Robert Boyd l e f t  £1294, David Donald £959, P a t r ic k  
Glen £2795 and John Temple, £1212. Despite  some v a r ia t io n s  i t  can 
be seen th a t  seve ra l a s p i r in g  t re a s u re rs  were on a s im i la r  f in a n c ia l  
fo o t in g  to  those men a lready  e s ta b l is h e d  in  the bu rgh 's  government 
and t h e i r  wea lth  may have made them s u i ta b le  fo r  cand ida tu re  to  the 
o l i g a r c h y . 65
Since wealth  was im portan t i t  i s  a p p ro p r ia te  a t  t h i s  ju n c tu re  to  
examine in  more d e t a i l  the f in a n c ia l  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  some o f  these 
leaders  o f  burgh s o c ie ty .  Testamentary evidence i s  the main source 
fo r  the d e t a i l s  which fo l lo w  but t h i s  type o f  in fo rm a t io n  has two 
major drawbacks. Obviously i t  represen ts  a pe rson 's  wealth  on ly  a t  the 
time o f  h is  death, the ex ten t  o f  the legacy being governed by the 
l i f e  s t y le  adopted by each in d iv id u a l .  Secondly i t  covers moveables 
but excludes landed w ea lth .  Both these d i f f i c u l t i e s  can be 
circumvented to  some ex ten t  by supplementing the testam entary d e ta i l s  
w i th  in fo rm a t io n  e x tra c te d  from the ac t books o f  the burgh co u r t  and 
the  p ro to c o l  books o f  the town c le rk s  about the a c t i v i t i e s  o f  these 
men w h ile  they were s t i l l  a l i v e .
There are c le a r  in d ic a t io n s  th a t  seve ra l s e n io r  o f f i c i a l s  and 
c o u n c i l lo r s  (both  o f  the in n e r  and ou te r  groups) were engaged in  
fo re ig n  commerce, in  p a r t i c u la r  w i th  France and F landers , a lthough
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occas iona l re fe rences to  Danzig i r o n  p o in t  a lso  to  a B a l t i c
connection . 66 An a c t io n  o f  s lander regard ing  the a c t i v i t i e s  o f  h is
w i fe  w h i le  he was abroad proves th a t  John Temple ( t re a s u re r  and
c o u n c i l lo r )  was in  France in  1582, w h ile  h is  w i l l  d isc lose s  th a t
a t  the time o f  h is  death he was t ra d in g  in  F la n d e rs .67 Other
re fe rences , c h ie f l y  to  d ispu tes  over the d is p o s a l o f  cargoes, d isc lo se
th a t  John Lindsay ( c o u n c i l l o r ,  l i n e r  and tw ice  le e te d  b a i l i e ) ,
Hector Stewart ( b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l l o r ) ,  David Wilson ( c o u n c i l l o r ) ,
Convell S t ru th e rs  ( c o u n c i l lo r  and t re a s u re r )  George E lph ins tone
( b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r )  and Robert Boyd ( t r e a s u re r )  were t ra d in g  to
France between 1579 and 1585, e x p o r t in g  h e r r in g  and h ides and
im p o r t in g  i r o n  and wine, c h ie f l y  from Bordeaux.68 These men were
merchants but a re fe rence  in  1583 shows th a t  George B u r r e l l ,  sadd le r ,
( c o u n c i l l o r ,  le e te d  t re a s u re r ) ,  who presumably cou ld  not have traded
d i r e c t l y  abroad, was nonetheless owed 351 merks (c£234) by C o lin
Campbell f o r  n ine tuns o f  wine which Campbell ( b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r )
69had bought from B u r r e l l .
More s ig n i f i c a n t l y  the re  i s  cons ide rab le  evidence o f  commercial 
pa r tn e rs h ip s  between these men and o the r  c o u n c i l lo r s .  Foreign trade  
c a r r ie d  a very h igh r i s k  and few o f  the Glasgow merchants were 
capable o f  r a is in g  the r e q u is i t e  c a p i ta l  a lone. However, in  1581 
the co u r t  minutes do record  th a t  Hector S tewart ( b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l l o r ) ,  
who had been in  p a r tn e rs h ip  w i th  Robert S tewart ( b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l l o r ) ,  
C o lin  Campbell ( b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r )  and Barbara Hegate spouse to  
John Farquhar ( c o u n c i l l o r ) ,  bought out t h e i r  shares in  the Salamon 
fo r  £280. 70 Hector Stewart d ied in  1597 le a v in g  £2753 and may have 
been in  a p o s i t io n  to  f inance  voyages alone but i t  i s  more l i k e l y  th a t  
he was here rea rran g in g  h is  a f f a i r s  p r io r  to  a t t r a c t in g  o ther 
shareho lders  f o r  a more am bit ious p ro je c t  than h is  e rs tw h i le  pa r tne rs  
were capable o f  f in a n c in g .
Frequent re fe rences occur to  ' th e  gudeschip c a l l i t  the george 
o f  g lasgw '.  In  May 1583 George E lph ins tone  ( b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r )  
bought an e igh th  share o f  the George from Catherine  B u r r e l l ,  widow 
o f  Alexander Symonton burgess o f  I r v in e  and a kinswoman o f  George 
B u r r e l l ,  sadd le r ,  whose in te r e s t  in  fo re ig n  trad e  has a lready been 
noted. The cost was £200.71 By the time o f  h is  death in  1585 he had
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increased h is  share to  'ane q u a r te r  and the t h i r d  o f  h a l f  ane 
q u a r t e r ' ,  valued a t  £603. His testament records th a t  the sh ip  
was fa c to re d  by W il l ia m  Simpson ( le e te d  t re a s u re r )  who had ass is ted  
E lph ins tone  in  h is  n e g o t ia t io n s  w i th  Symonton and the B u r r e l l s .  72 
Four years l a t e r  C o lin  Campbell ( b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r )  d ied vested 
in  an e ig h th  o f  the George valued a t  £266 and in  1392 P a t r ic k  Glen 
(treasurer and c o u n c i l lo r )  l e f t  as p a r t  o f  h is  legacy an e ig h th  share 
in  the sh ip ,  valued a t  the same l e v e l . 73 O bviously these t ra d in g  
connections were not con fined  to  Glasgow burgesses. The case noted 
above i s  but one o f  seve ra l examples o f  l i n k s  w i th  I r v in e  which, 
u n t i l  the development o f  P o rt  Glasgow in  the 1660s, was Glasgow's c h ie f  
o u t le t  fo r  fo re ig n  commerce. The George appears to  have been q u i te  
a la rg e  sh ip  and was presumably harboured th e re .  Commercial l i n k s  
d id  however e x is t  w i th  o the r  burghs, a t  le a s t  between in d iv id u a l  
merchants. On h is  death in  1588 John Lindsay ( c o u n c i l lo r ^  l i n e r  and 
tw ice  le e te d  b a i l ie )  owned a q u a r te r  o f  the Robert o f  Dumbarton.74
Apart from invo lvem ent in  European t ra d e ,  the Glasgow merchants' 
main spheres o f  commercial in te r e s t  (bes ides r e t a i l i n g  lo c a l l y )  la y  in  
A r g y l l  and the I s le s ,  and I re la n d .  Of the men a lready  noted as 
having been engaged in  fo re ig n  t ra d e ,  Robert Adam, C o l in  Campbell,
John L indsay, A rch ib a ld  Lyon and Hector S tewart were o b ta in in g  hides 
and whisky from these areas in  exchange fo r  f in is h e d  a r t i c l e s  o f  
c lo th in g ,  f in e  c lo th s ,  fo o d s tu f fs ,  wine and i r o n  which they had 
brought from abroad. Also invo lve d  were o the r  c o u n c i l lo r s  
in c lu d in g  Robert Boyd and Mungo Wilson and, once aga in , a c ra ftsm an, 
John Wise (sometime deacon o f  the sk in n e rs )  who, in  1583, was 
o b ta in in g  I r i s h  h ides through the se rv ices  o f  Wilson and o th e rs .
George Herbertson, to  judge by h is  testam ent, s p e c ia l is e d  in  t ra d in g  
w ith  A r g y l l . 75
The testaments p rov ide  an unequalled source fo r  an exam ination 
o f  the commercial l i n k s  which e x is te d  between in d iv id u a ls ,  not on ly  
w i th  respect to  fo re ig n  commerce but a lso  more l o c a l l y .  The w e a lth ie r  
merchants would d i s t r i b u t e  t h e i r  im ports  through o the r  dea le rs  or 
exchange commodities w i th  each o the r  p r io r  to  sa le  on the genera l 
market. Thus, on h is  death, John Lindsay was owed va r iou s  sm all sums
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fo r  goods supp lied  to  Hector S tew art,  Robert Boyd, James Lyon,
C o lin  Campbell and Robert Fleming, a l l  o f  these men having been, 
a t  one time or ano ther, c o u n c i l lo r s .  76 S im i la r l y  George Herbertson 
on h is  death owed John Angus, N in ian  D a rroch t,  Gavin Graham and 
Andrew B a i l l i e  payments fo r  wine; aga in , a l l  these men were 
c o u n c i l lo r s .  77
Many o f  these le ad ing  burgesses extended t h e i r  f i n a n c ia l  
a c t i v i t i e s  by p ro v id in g  loans to  fe l lo w  c i t i z e n s  or lo c a l  la i r d s .  
George E lph ins tone  le n t  to  George Herbertson and Mungo W ilson,78 
w h ile  the l a t t e r  a lso  borrowed from David Donald. 79 A l l  were 
co l leagues in  the a d m in is t ra t io n .  E lph ins tone  a lso  le n t  to  
archbishop Boyd 80 and seve ra l lo c a l  l a i r d s  in c lu d in g  John Colquhoun 
o f  K i lm e rd inny . 81 James Fleming, Robert Fleming and Gavin Graham 
le n t  to  James Hamilton o f  Bardowie, James F o r re t  o f  B a r ro w f ie ld ,  
the l a i r d  o f  Houston and W alter commendator o f  B la n ty re ,82 w h ile  
Andrew B a i l l i e  le n t  to  the la i r d s  o f  Stevenstonand R o b e r t la n d .83 
The testam entary evidence fo r  debts on loans i s  f re q u e n t ly  unc lear 
as they are not e a s i ly  d is t in g u is h e d  from payments due on merchandise 
( the  above are a l l  s p e c i f i c  ins tances  in v o lv in g  'b o r ro w i t  money') 
but i t  i s  not u n l ik e ly  th a t  seve ra l l a i r d s  in  A r g y l l  a lso  became 
indebted to  the Glasgow merchants in  t h i s  way, as money lend ing  would 
tend to  become p a r t  o f  the commercial network.
D i v e r s i f i c a t io n  o f  t h i s  na ture  had an added in c e n t iv e ,  fo r  loans 
would be secured on the d e b to r 's  p ro p e r ty  w i th  f a i l u r e  to  meet the 
loan repayments r e s u l t in g  in  the c r e d i t o r  o b ta in in g  a h e r i t a b le  
r i g h t  to  the land concerned. The loans re fe r re d  to  above were not 
f o r  la rg e  sums and the re  i s  no th ing  to  suggest th a t  the Glasgow 
burgesses obta ined es ta tes  through these means du r ing  t h i s  pe r io d .
Yet i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  many la i r d s  were becoming in c re a s in g ly  dependent 
on the merchants o f  Glasgow not j u s t  f o r  merchandise but a lso  fo r  
ready cash.
However the re  i s  cons ide rab le  evidence to  show th a t  these lead ing  
Glasgow merchants d id  in v e s t  t h e i r  p r o f i t s  in  p ro p e r ty .  Many o f  the 
testaments o f  the in d iv id u a ls  a lready  mentioned record  th a t  these 
men were owed s u b s ta n t ia l  q u a n t i t ie s  o f  house m a i l ls  from severa l
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burgesses in c lu d in g  men o f  t h e i r  own rank. For example George 
Herbertson was owed seve ra l re n ts  by James Braidwood, c o rd in e r ,  
and A rch iba ld  Lyon (both fe l lo w  c o u n c i l lo r s )  as w e l l  as by John 
Watson, e ld e r ,  and John Steven: in  tu rn  he owed re n t  to  Robert
Adam (another fe l lo w  c o u n c i l lo r )  and W il l ia m  Fleming, merchant. 84 
James Fleming was a lso  owed a la rg e  number o f  house m a i l ls  on 
h is  d e a th ,85 w h ile  another c o u n c i l lo r ,  Gavin Graham, appears to  have 
used h is  p rope rty  as a board ing house fo r  s tuden ts .  On h is  death 
he was owed £100 by John Graham o f  K i rk d o l ia n e  fo r  the board o f  
Robert Graham o f  Auchinhowie; £45 by Lord Graham ' f o r  W il l ia m  Graham 
and h is  pedagoge t h e i r  b u rd e ';  and £52 by Lady Maxwell o f  Nether 
P o llo k  fo r  her son 's  board. 86
More s ig n i f i c a n t l y  many o f  the le ad ing  burgesses a c t iv e  in  
burgh p o l i t i c s  du r in g  t h i s  pe r iod  had been among those who had 
b e n e f i te d  from the post-R efo rm ation  d is p e rs a l  o f  church lands 
in  the burgh, men such as Andrew B a i l l i e ,  James Braidwood, W il l ia m  
Cunninghame, George E lph ins tone , James and John F lem ing, Mr Henry 
Gibson, Gavin Graham, George Herbertson, A rc h ib a ld  Lyon, Robert 
M u ir ,  John Stewart o f  Bowhouse, Malcolm Stewart and Mr Adam Wallace.
A l l  were c o u n c i l lo r s  and lead ing  burgh o f f i c i a l s  du r ing  the 1570s 
and 1580s and seve ra l had probably  acted in  the same ca p a c ity  dur ing  
the 1560s. There can be l i t t l e  doubt th a t  some o f  these men used 
t h e i r  p u b l ic  p o s i t io n  fo r  p r iv a te  ga in , p a r t i c u l a r l y  a f t e r  Queen 
Mary's founda tion  o f  1567 vested the m ag is tra te s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  
in  most o f  the c hu rch 's  p rope rty  in  the burgh and before  1573 when 
th a t  s u p e r io r i t y  was t ra n s fe r re d  to  the u n iv e r s i t y .  Thus, fo r  example, 
a t te n t io n  may be drawn to  the feu c h a r te rs  issued by the p rovos t ,  
b a i l i e s ,  c o u n c i l  and community in  favour o f  Mr Adam Wallace, James 
Fleming and A rch ib a ld  Lyon ( a l l  o f  whom are known to  have been 
le ad ing  b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  du r ing  the 1560s, 1570s and 1580s) 
whereby they ob ta ined the chapel o f  St Roche, the ru inous  'new k i r k '  
( the  former c o l le g ia te  church o f  St Mary and St Anne), St Tenew's 
k i r k  and the chapel o f  St K en tige rn , p ro p e r t ie s  r ip e  fo r  
development. 87
While the 1560s and e a r ly  1570s saw the d isposa l o f  prebendal 
p ro p e r t ie s ,  c h a p la in r ie s  and the l i k e ,  the te m p o ra l i t ie s  o f  the see
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remained r e la t i v e l y  i n t a c t .  However c e r ta in  encroachments were 
made88 and among these may be counted the a l ie n a t io n s  by the 
m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  o f  c e r ta in  burgh common lands , ( the  burgh 
being p a r t  o f  the archb ishops ' te m p o r a l i t ie s ) .  The b e n e f ic ia r ie s  
again inc luded  lead ing  burgh p o l i t i c i a n s ,  among them George 
E lph ins tone  and James F le m in g .89
The a rch ie p isco pa te  o f  James Boyd, 1573 to  1581, witnessed 
f u r th e r  d im in u t io n s  o f  the resources o f  the s e e ,90 one example o f  
which was the process whereby many r e n t a l l e r s  converted t h e i r  
r e n ta l  r i g h t s in t o  feu ho ld in g s .  About f i f t y  such t ra n s a c t io n s  were 
e f fe c te d  between 1577 and 1581.91 Thus in  November 1579 George 
E lph ins tone  obta ined  from archbishop Boyd a feu o f  the lands o f  
Gorbals and Bridgend and h a l f  o f  the lands o f  Woodside o f  which he 
had been p re v io u s ly  a r e n t a l l e r . 92 Mr Henry Gibson, common c le rk  
and a co l league  o f  E lp h in s to n e ' s on the c o u n c i l ,  ob ta ined a s im i la r  
feu o f  p a r t  o f  the lands of Linningshaw, P o s s i l  and M eik le  Govan in  
1581,93
George E lph instone, b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r ,  was the a rche typa l 
examp’le  o f  a man whose wealth  was based on commercial success and 
sound investm ent in  land . In  1563 he had obta ined from the re c to r  
o f  E rsk ine , David S tew art,  the £3 lands o f  Blythswood (es tim a ted  a t 
around 150 a c re s ) ,  Stewart having been compelled to  the sa le  because
9 A
o f  debts which he had in c u rre d  du r in g  the preced ing tu rb u le n t  years. 
Although g e n e ra l ly  re fe r re d  to  s im p ly  by h is  name, E lph ins tone  was 
described as ' o f  Blythswood' a t  a meeting o f  the burgh co u r t  over 
which he pres ided in  1579 and in  h is  testament where he was s ty le d  
'ane ry c h t  h o n o ra b i l l  man George E lph ins tone  o f  Blythswood b a i l l i e  
o f  the burch t o f  Glasgw the time o f  h is  d e c e is ' .  95 His commercial 
a c t i v i t i e s  as recorded in  h is  testament have a lready  been noted, as 
a lso  h is  purchase o f  f u r th e r  church lands, h is  purchase o f  common 
lands and h is  t ran s fo rm ing  o f  h is  r e n ta l  o f  Gorbals, Bridgend and 
p a r t  o f  Woodside in to  a feu h o ld in g .96 As a fu r th e r  example o f  h is  
f in a n c ia l  a c t i v i t i e s  he obta ined in  1577, w h i le  b a i l i e ,  the farm o f  
the lu c r a t iv e  la d le  custom fo r  a down payment o f  £120, th e re a f te r  
s u b - le t t in g  the farm, no doubt a t  cons ide rab le  p r o f i t  to
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h im s e l f .  97 His s ta tu s  as a lead ing  merchant was confirmed when, 
in  Ju ly  1582, he was e lec ted  p re s id e n t  o f  the merchants. 98 Above 
a l l  h is  w i l l  o f  1585 confirm s the ethos which he (and no doubt many 
o f  h is  co l leagues) fo l low e d , fo r  he orda ined th a t  h is  son 's  
in h e r i ta n c e ,  £1142, was to  be 's e t  to  the a v a i l l  and the money o b te n i t  
f o r  the samyn to  be la id  upon land to  h is  w e i l l  and u t i l i t i e . . .  as 
i t  s a i l  happin to  a r r y s e ' . 99 His son, a lso  named George, was 
kn igh ted  in  1594 a t  the baptism o f  p r in ce  Henry and in  1595 obta ined 
a crown c h a r te r  o f  the combined lands o f  Blythswood, Woodside and 
Gorbals, subsequently  becoming p rovos t on a t  le a s t  fou r  occasions in  
the f i r s t  decade o f  the seventeenth c e n tu r y .100
Return ing to  the ques tion  as to  how o f f i c e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  h igh
o f f i c e ,  was obta ined  i t  has been demonstrated th a t  w ea lth ,  der ived
from commercial e n te rp r is e ,  was o f  c r i t i c a l  im portance. I t  was
not however the so le  fa c to r  and i t s  possession d id  not guarantee
placement. Examination o f  the testaments o f  men who d ied p r io r  to
1601 revea ls  seven in d iv id u a ls  whose le g a c ie s  exceeded £2000: f i v e
were members o f  the ' in n e r  group ' (members o f  which, i t  w i l l  be
re c a l le d ,  dominated the sen io r  posts in  the a d m in is t ra t io n ) ;  P a t r ic k
Glen who d ied in  1592 was the second w e a l th ie s t  ye t he ld o f f i c e
on ly  in  1577-78, as t re a s u re r  and c o u n c i l lo r ;  and John F in la y ,  the
fo u r th  w e a l th ie s t ,  he ld no o f f i c e  whatsoever du r in g  the pe r iod  under 
1 n 1c o n s id e ra t io n .  F in la y  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  in te r e s t in g  s ince  i t  seems 
l i k e l y  th a t  the re  were o the r  wealthy merchants who e i th e r  eschewed 
or were excluded from o f f i c e .  A f u l l e r  exam ination o f  a l l  a v a i la b le  
testaments would be requ ire d  to  s u b s ta n t ia te  t h i s  argument but t h i s  
one excep tion  i s  enough to  show th a t  wealth  d id  not a u to m a t ic a l ly  
ensure a p lace on the c o u n c i l .  I t  i s  e q u a l ly  obvious from the 
testam entary evidence th a t ,  a lthough ho lde rs  o f  h igh o f f i c e  tended 
to  be w e a lth ie r  than ^ h e i r  co l leagues in  minor pos ts ,  the re  were men 
in  the l a t t e r  group who were, on t h e i r  deaths a t  le a s t ,  apparen tly  
b e t te r  o f f  than c e r ta in  c o u n c i l lo r s .  Thus G i lb e r t  H a l l  (market 
v i s i t o r ,  s te n te r )  James Tay lor (p lague o f f i c i a l ) ,  John Young 
(a co-fa rm er o f  the la d le )  were app re c ia b ly  r ic h e r  on t h e i r  decease 
in  terms o f  moveables than fou r  very prominent c o u n c i l lo r s  and members 
o f  the in n e r  group, namely James Fleming, Gavin Graham, Robert Muir
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and Robert S te w a r t .102 The f i r s t  th ree  (e s p e c ia l ly  Fleming) had 
p rope rty  i n t e r e s t s 103 but Robert Stewart does not appear to  have 
been p a r t i c u l a r l y  a c t iv e  in  th a t  sphere. A b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r ,  
Stewart was one on the lead ing  burgh p o l i t i c i a n s .  L ike  George 
Herbertson (who d id  not become a b a i l i e ) ,  S tewart was out o f  o f f i c e  
on ly  tw ice  du r ing  t h i s  pe r io d :  104 y e t ,  w h i le  Herbertson l e f t  
£2065, Stewart l e f t  on ly  £276. 103
Apart from wealth  another c o n s id e ra t io n  appears to  have been k in  
r e la t io n s h ip s .  C on fin ing  exam ination o f  t h i s  ques tion  to  the 
c o u n c i l lo r s ,  among seven ty -n ine  men the re  are t h i r t y - e i g h t  examples 
o f  shared fa m i ly  names: Fleming ( th re e ) ,  Graham ( th r e e ) ,  Herbertson
( tw o ) ,  L indsay ( tw o ) ,  Lyon ( th r e e ) ,  Muir ( f o u r ) ,  R i tc h ie  ( tw o ),
Rowat ( tw o ) ,  S tewart ( e ig h t ) ,  Wilson (seven), and Young ( tw o ).  Of 
these men i t  i s  known th a t  John Fleming was the fa th e r  o f  James and 
Robert F le m in g ;106 John Lindsay was the son o f  M ichael L indsay, 
probab ly  the same Michael Lindsay who was a b a i l i e  in  the 1550s;107 
Robert and Thomas Muir were fa th e r  and s o n ;108 and Robert Rowat 
was the e ld e s t  son o f  W il l ia m  Rowat.109 Malcolm Stewart was the 
uncle o f  Matthew Stewart o f  M in to , 110 w h ile  R o b e r t111 and James 
S te w a rt112 were Matthew's b ro th e rs .  R e la t io n sh ip s  through marriage 
can a lso  be t ra ce d : W il l ia m  Cunninghame was the s te p - fa th e r  o f
George E lph ins tone ; 113 b a i l i e  James Fleming m arried Agnes L iv in g s to n e ,  
the daughter o f  p rovost Robert Lord Boyd, in  1574; 11Z|
Gavin Graham was m arried to  Janet S tewart who, though not one o f  
the M into branch, may p o s s ib ly  have been re la te d  to  one o f  the 
o the r  Stewarts who appear on the c o u n c i l ; 115 s im i l a r l y  Robert 
Stewart was m arried to  Agnes Hegate, p robably  a r e la t io n  o f  W il l iam  
and A rch iba ld  Hegate. 116
The Hegates, W il l ia m  and A rc h ib a ld ,  presen t perhaps the best 
example o f  k in  in te r e s ts  in  o p e ra t io n .  W i l l ia m ,  i t  w i l l  be 
r e c a l l e d , 117 had been common c le r k  in  the 1560s but was replaced 
by Mr Henry Gibson in  1568. Hegate t r i e d  th roughout the 1570s to  
rega in  t h i s  p o s i t io n  and on ly  gave up when h is  son A rch iba ld  was 
nominated to  the c le rk s h ip  in  May 1581 by the p ro v o s t ,  Esme e a r l  
o f  Lennox. E a r l Esme and h is  predecessor Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox
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c le a r l y  favoured kinsmen, which e xp la in s  the i n f l u x  o f  Stewarts 
and Grahams, p a r t i c u l a r l y  n o t ic e a b le  in  e a r l  R o be r t 's  f i r s t  c o u n c i l  
e lec te d  in  October 1578.118
Thus k in s h ip  cou ld  p lay  an im po rtan t r o le  in  the a tta inm ent 
o f  in f lu e n c e  w i th in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh, e s p e c ia l ly  
i f  the fa m i l ie s  concerned were considered u s e fu l  to  the p o l i t i c a l  
regime then in  power. Such was the case w i th  the Hegates whose 
C a tho lic ism  made them a t t r a c t i v e  to  Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox.
U l t im a te ly  a pe rson 's  s u i t a b i l i t y  fo r  o f f i c e  res te d  not j u s t  on 
t h e i r  fa m i ly  connections or t h e i r  a f f lu e n c e  but a lso  on t h e i r  
a c c e p ta b i l i t y  to  the provost and the s u p e r io r .  T he ir  in f lu e n c e  
was paramount and a l l  pe rvas ive : the c o u n c i l  was e le c te d  by the 
p rovos t and b a i l i e s  and those m ag is tra te s  were, in  tu rn ,  appointed 
by the s u p e r io r .  The c r u c ia l  r e la t io n s h ip  was th a t  which e x is te d  
between the p rovos t and the s u p e r io r ,  which determined not j u s t  the 
com position  o f  the bu rgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n  but a lso  the p o l i t i c a l  
developments o f  the p e r io d .
However, be fo re  proceeding to  an exam ination o f  the p o l i t i c s  
o f  the 1570s and 1580s one fu r th e r  element in  the com pos ition  o f  
the bu rgh 's  r u l i n g  e l i t e  re q u ire s  c o n s id e ra t io n ,  namely the
i
re s p e c t iv e  ro le s  played by merchants and craftsm en who toge the r  
comprised the m a jo r i ty  o f  burgesses.119
Because o f  the na ture  o f  t h e i r  re s p e c t iv e  monopolies o f  
commerce and manufacture, the merchants in  S c o t t is h  burghs had 
accrued wealth  and power a t  the expense o f  t h e i r  cra ftsm en neighbours. 
The subsequent w i l l in g n e s s  o f  the merchant c o n t r o l le d  a u th o r i t i e s  
to  g ran t sea ls  o f  cause in c o rp o ra t in g  c r a f t  f r a t e r n i t i e s  (a process 
which began in  Edinburgh in  the rftid f i f t e e n t h  c e n tu r y  and can be 
traced  in  Glasgow from 1516 onwards, when the sk in ne rs  were 
in c o rp o ra te d )  d id  not rep resen t a p o s i t i v e  d e s ire  to  widen the 
power base w i th in  the burghs (though such m ight be the r e s u l t )  but 
ra th e r  a wish to  achieve g re a te r  c o n t ro l  over the c r a f t s .  By 
d e le g a t in g  a u th o r i t y  to  the c r a f t  le ade rs ,  the merchant c o n t ro l le d  
c o u n c i ls  hoped to  draw these men, the deacons and masters, w i th in  
the o r b i t  o f  the r u l i n g  o l ig a rc h y .  120 S im u ltaneous ly , a lthough the
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merchants as a whole remained more a f f l u e n t ,  the g rada tions  o f  wealth 
between merchants and craftsmen became more complex, between merchants 
t ra d in g  abroad and sm all r e t a i l e r s  in  lo c a l  markets, between master 
craftsm en who employed severa l app ren tices  and journeymen and the 
s in g le  craftsm an w i th  no such ass is tan ce , between craftsmen who 
belonged to  in c o rp o ra t io n s  and those who d id  n o t .  By the s ix te e n th  
c e n tu ry ,  i f  not be fo re , the wea lth  o f  some le ad ing  craftsmen might 
e a s i ly  surpass th a t  o f  some o f  the merchants and t h e i r  in te r e s ts  
would be drawn towards those o f  the le ad ing  merchants ra th e r  than 
those o f  t h e i r  le s s e r  c r a f t  b re th re n .  This phenomenon, the growing 
m u tu a l i ty  o f  in te r e s t  between wealthy merchants and cra ftsm en, 
was recognised in  Edinburgh by the Decreet A r b i t r a l  o f  1583 and in  
Glasgow by the L e t te r  o f  G u ild ry  o f  1605, both o f  which e f f e c t i v e l y  
s trengthened the o l ig a r c h ic  and p lu to c r a t i c  na tu re  o f  burghal 
government by d is t in g u is h in g  between the wealthy g i l d  b re th ren  
( i r r e s p e c t i v e  o f  occupation) on the one hand and, on the o the r  hand, 
the le ss  wealthy merchants and cra ftsm en.
Three ques tions  may thus be posed. How fa r  was the a d m in is t ra t io n  
in  Glasgow du r in g  the 1570s and 1580s dominated by merchants? To 
what ex ten t  were craftsmen in vo lve d  in  th a t  a d m in is t ra t io n ?  How 
fa r  i s  i t  poss ib le  to  de tec t  wealthy craftsm en who were on an 
equal fo o t in g  w i th  the lead ing  merchants?
The r a t i o  o f  merchant and craftsman involvement in  the bu rgh 's  
a f f a i r s  can not be determined e x a c t ly  because the c le rk s  d id  not 
always record  occupa tions. This in  i t s e l f  may be in d ic a t i v e  o f  
a b lu r r in g  o f  the two socio-economic groups o r ,  s im p ly ,  o f  the fa c t  
th a t  when in d iv id u a ls  were w e l l  known to  the c le rk s  they d id  not need 
to  i d e n t i f y  them fu r th e r  than by t h e i r  names. However, using o ther 
sources to  supply some o f  these d e f ic ie n c e s  and a l lo w in g  fo r  the 
number o f  'unknowns', i t  appears th a t  the merchants predominated.
Of the seven ty -n ine  c o u n c i l lo r s  du r ing  t h i s  p e r io d ,  t h i r t y - s i x  
(o r  46?o) were merchants and tw e n ty - th re e  (o r  29?o) were c ra ftsm en ; 
the occupations o f  eleven (or JZ5%) can not be i d e n t i f i e d  w h ile  the 
remainder comprised la i r d s ,  n o ta r ie s  and the l i k e . 121 Analysed 
annua lly  the d e t a i l s  are even le ss  easy to  c a lc u la te  because o f
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the spread o f  the 'unknowns', but th roughout the merchants were 
in  the m a jo r i ty .  In  the case o f  one c o u n c i l ,  th a t  o f  1582-83, i t  
i s  p o ss ib le  to  suggest the occupations o f  a l l  the members: assuming 
these to  be c o r re c t ,  t h i s  c o u n c i l  comprised fou r teen  merchants and 
s ix  craftsmen toge the r  w i th  one no ta ry  and two c o l le g e  or 
p resby te ry  re p re s e n ta t iv e s .  I t  i s  p o ss ib le  th a t  t h i s  r a t i o ,  
rough ly  two merchants to  one cra ftsm en, was employed each year bu t,  
as a lready  noted, because o f  the p ro p o r t io n  o f  'unknowns' t h is  
cannot be v e r i f i e d . 122
Turning to  the sen io r  pos ts ,  a lthough the same d i f f i c u l t i e s  
a r is e ,  a s im i la r  in te r p r e ta t io n  seems to  app ly .  Tw enty-e igh t men 
were le e te d  fo r  the b a i l ie s h ip s  o f  whom th i r te e n  were merchants and 
s ix  were cra ftsm en; twe lve men were su cce ss fu l ,  o f  whom seven 
were merchants but on ly  one can be id e n t i f i e d  as having been
123a cra ftsm an. T h i r t y - e ig h t  men app lied  to  be t re a s u re rs ,  o f  whom
tw e n ty - fo u r  were merchants and s ix  were cra ftsm en; twelve men were 
su cce ss fu l ,  ten o f  whom were merchants, none o f  whom can be 
i d e n t i f i e d  as having been a craftsman. 124 Since wea lth  s t i l l  
depended much on commerce and t h i s  post d id  in v o lv e  f in a n c ia l  r i s k ,  
these f ig u re s  are not s u r p r i s in g . 125 Seventeen men attempted to  
become masters o f  work, n ine merchants and f i v e  cra ftsm en; f i v e  
were su cce ss fu l ,  th ree  o f  whom were merchants, none o f  whom can be 
id e n t i f i e d  as having been a craftsman.126 Fourteen o f  the twenty-one 
key keepers were merchants and o f  the remain ing seven on ly  one can 
be i d e n t i f i e d  as having been a c ra f ts m a n .127 The l i n e r s  however 
present a somewhat d i f f e r e n t  p ic tu r e .  Of the twenty-one men 
who held t h i s  p o s i t io n  the occupations o f  on ly  fo u r  can not be t raced ; 
o f  the remainder ten were merchants and seven were cra ftsm en. I t  is  
conce ivab le  th a t  on t h i s  group re p re s e n ta t io n  may have been equal 
in  the 1570s but in  the 1580s began to  m ir ro r  the p ro p o r t io n s  found 
on the c o u n c i l  ( rough ly  2:1 in  1582-83). A lthough the l i n e r s  were 
h e a v i ly  weighted in  favour o f  the merchants in  1575, merchants and 
craftsmen were equal in  1576 and 1577 and craftsm en in  the m a jo r i ty  
in  1578; however in  1582, 1583 and 1585 the craftsm en were h e a v i ly  
outnumbered.128 Masons were almost always employed as l i n e r s  as 
b e f i t t e d  a post which requ ired  some e x p e r t is e  in  b u i ld in g  matters
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but t h i s  and a l l  the o the r  sen io r  p o s i t io n s  show an o v e ra l l  
preponderance o f  merchants.
Were the merchants organised? There was some form o f  merchants' 
body in  ex is tence  in  the m id -s ix te e n th  ce n tu ry .  In  Ju ly  1569 p rope rty  
was purchased by James Fleming 'as p re s id e n t and in  name o f  a l l  the 
merchants o f  the b u rg h ',  129 w h ile  in  Ju ly  1582 the ac t book o f  the 
burgh co u r t  and c o u n c i l  records an e le c t io n  to  t h i s  pres idency. 130 
Whether or not these re fe rences r e la te  to  a once i n f l u e n t i a l  g i l d  
merchant i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  by t h i s  t ime t h i s  body was l i t t l e  more 
than a c o n fede ra t ion  bound toge the r  fo r  commercial ra th e r  than 
p o l i t i c a l  purposes. The 1569 t ra n s a c t io n  concerned an annual ren t  
so ld  by John Campbell and h is  w ife  to  Fleming and h is  co lleagues 
fo r  r e l i e f  o f  a debt owing on wine supp lied  by the merchants to  
Campbell; the re  i s  no evidence to  suggest th a t  t h i s  body exerted 
any c o l le c t i v e  in f lu e n c e  on e le c t io n s .
Nonetheless as in d iv id u a ls  the men assoc ia ted  w i th  t h is  
o rg a n is a t io n  were among the leaders  o f  burgh government: James
Fleming, p re s id e n t in  1569; George E lph ins tone , p re s id e n t in  1582; 
and Hector S tew art,  John Lindsay and Robert Adam, unsuccessfu l 
cand ida tes in  1582. A l l  f i v e  were members o f  the inne r  group o f  
sen io r  o f f i c i a l s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  which c o n t ro l le d  the a d m in is t ra t io n  
du r ing  the pe r iod  1574 to  1586, a group which i t  w i l l  be re c a l le d  
cons is ted  o f  tw e n ty - fo u r  men.131 The occupations o f  s ix  o f  these 
men are unknown but fou rteen  were merchants and on ly  fou r were craftsm en. 
I t  i s  not s u rp r is in g  to  f in d  th a t  the o v e r a l l  preponderance o f  
merchants in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  was m ir ro red  in  t h i s  inne r  group.
Turning to  the second ques tion , to  what ex te n t  were craftsmen 
in vo lve d  in  the a d m in is t ra t io n ,  fou r  such men have ju s t  been 
i d e n t i f i e d  in  the in n e r  group. John C le rk ,  t a i l o r ,  was a c o u n c i l lo r  
e ig h t  t imes du r ing  these years, George B u r r e l l ,  hammerman-saddler, 
seven t imes and John Anderson, c o rd in e r ,  s ix  t im es. A l l  are a lso  
known to  have been deacons a t  some time between 1574 and 1586, but 
in  the absence o f  c r a f t  minute books fo r  these in c o rp o ra t io n s  i t  
i s  im poss ib le  to  be more s p e c i f i c ,  e s p e c ia l ly  s ince  such evidence 
as does su rv iv e  ( f o r  the sk in ne rs ,  websters and coopers) shows
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th a t  deaconships changed hands r e g u la r ly .  The fo u r th  man was John
W ilson, pew tere r. He was almost c e r t a in l y  a deacon o f  the 
132hammermen c r a f t ,  a lthough t h i s  can not be v e r i f i e d .  A l low ing  
fo r  the 'unknowns' he i s  the on ly  example o f  a c r a f t  b a i l i e :  he acted
in  t h i s  c a p a c ity  in  1561-63, 1571-72 and once w i th in  the main per iod 
under d iscu ss io n ,  1576-77. He was a lso  du r in g  t h i s  pe r iod  a 
c o u n c i l lo r  on f i v e  occasions.
Other le ad ing  craftsmen can be id e n t i f i e d .  In  a l l  seventeen 
deacons have been traced  du r ing  these years, t h i r t e e n  o f  whom held 
h igh o f f i c e  a t  some p o in t  ( a l l  as c o u n c i l lo r s ,  some as l i n e r s ,  
one as a key keeper).  133 Four held no o f f i c e  in  the bu rgh 's  
a d m in is t ra t io n  and thus i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  deacons d id  not 
a u to m a t ic a l ly  become c o u n c i l lo r s  or o f f i c i a l s .  Three o f  these 
men belonged to  the sk in ne rs ,  whose minute book i s  the on ly  c r a f t  
record  which su rv ive s  fo r  t h i s  p e r io d .  I t  seems l i k e l y  th e re fo re  
th a t  many more deacons than these seventeen men remain undetected 
among the o the r  in co rp o ra te d  c r a f t s .  Turning to  the burgh c o u n c i l ,  134 
a t o t a l  o f  tw e n ty - th re e  men re p re se n t in g  the c r a f t s  are found on the 
c o u n c i l  l i s t s  between 1574 and 1585: the t h i r t e e n  deacon c o u n c i l lo r s  
and ten o th e rs ,  who, i f  not deacons, must have been c r a f t  masters 
or a u d ito rs  (as they were termed in  the cooper t ra d e ) ,  men o f  
deacon rank. These tw e n ty - th re e  men were the le ad ing  cra ftsm en, 
and a t  t h e i r  head were b a i l i e  John Wilson and h is  th ree  co lleagues 
o f  the ' in n e r  g ro u p ',  John Anderson, John C le rk  and George B u r r e l l .  
Anderson and C le rk  a lso  t r i e d  to  become b a i l i e s  as d id  James 
Braidwood, sometime deacon o f  the c o rd in e rs ,  John Wise, sometime 
deacon o f  the sk inne rs  and John M uir,  f le s h e r ,  who was, l i k e  
W ilson, probab ly  (a lthough  not d e f i n i t e l y )  a deacon. Braidwood,
Wise and Muir may thus a lso  be considered leaders  o f  the c r a f t  
a r is to c ra c y .1 35
I f  the re  was an a r is to c ra c y  among the cra ftsm en there  was a lso ,  
i t  would appear, a h ie ra rch y  among the in c o rp o ra t io n s .  By the 1570s 
e ig h t  c r a f t s  had been in c o rp o ra te d :  the sk in n e rs ,  the t a i l o r s ,  the 
websters, the hammermen, the masons, the bax te rs ,  the co rd in e rs  and 
the coopers. These were jo in e d  by the f le s h e rs  in  October 1580.136
77
The f le s h e rs  immediate ly appeared on the c o u n c i l  and were c o n t in u a l ly  
represented th e r e a f te r  on each o f  the remaining c o u n c i ls  o f  t h is  
pe r io d .  However i t  seems c le a r  th a t  in c o rp o ra t io n ,  w h ile  i t  
brought e l i g i b i l i t y  fo r  a p lace on the c o u n c i l ,  d id  not a u to m a t ic a l ly  
ensure re p re s e n ta t io n .  Such in  any case would have been im possib le  
(o r  a t  le a s t  h ig h ly  u n l ik e ly )  du r ing  the 1570s when the re  were 
e ig h t  in c o rp o ra t io n s  but on ly  sm all c o u n c i ls  o f  between fourteen  and 
n ineteen sea ts . In  no one year were a l l  the in c o rp o ra t io n s  
represented and du r ing  the whole pe r iod  n e i th e r  websters nor masons 
appear to  have sa t on the c o u n c i l .  Indeed, whereas masons do appear 
among the l i n e r s ,  websters are consp icuously  absent from a l l  the 
s en io r  p o s i t io n s .  In terms o f  r e g u la r i t y  o f  re p re s e n ta t io n ,  the 
t a i l o r s  and the hammermen appear on a l l  bu t  two o f  the c o u n c i ls ,  
the c o rd in e rs  on a l l  but th re e ,  and the f le s h e rs  on a l l  the c o u n c i ls  
which fo l low e d  t h e i r  in c o rp o ra t io n .  In  terms o f  numbers o f  seats 
on the t h i r t e e n  c o u n c i ls  e lec te d  in  t h is  p e r io d ,  the hammermen had 
s ix te e n ,  the co rd in e rs  and t a i l o r s  eleven each, the bax te rs  ten , 
the coopers and f le s h e rs  s ix  each and the sk inne rs  f i v e .  Taking 
these f ig u re s  in  c o n ju n c t io n  w i th  the le e ts  fo r  b a i l i e s h ip s ,  the 
c r a f t  in c o rp o ra t io n s  w i th  the most p o l i t i c a l  in f lu e n c e  (and 
p robably  th e re fo re  the most w ea lth ) appear to  have been ( in  
descending o rde r)  the hammermen, the co rd in e rs  and t a i l o r s  (about 
e q u a l) ,  the bax te rs  and (a l lo w in g  fo r  the la te  date o f  t h e i r  
in c o rp o ra t io n )  the f le s h e rs ;  however a l l  o f  these c a lc u la t io n s  must 
be t re a te d  w i th  cau t io n  because o f  the presence on the c o u n c i l  o f  men 
whose occupations remain unknown.137
As a c o r o l la r y  to  the above, i t  i s  obvious from an exam ination o f  
the c o u n c i l  l i s t s  th a t  re p re s e n ta t io n  o f  the c r a f t s  was haphazard: 
th re e  were represented on the c o u n c i ls  e lec te d  in  1576, 1578, 1579 
and the f i r s t  c o u n c i l  o f  1580; fo u r  on the c o u n c i ls  o f  1574, 1575 
and 1577; f i v e  on the second c o u n c i l  o f  1580 and the c o u n c i ls  o f  
1582, 1584 and 1585; and s ix  on the c o u n c i ls  o f  1581 and 1583.138 
As in  the case o f  in d iv id u a l  re p re s e n ta t io n  (where wealth  and k in  
were im portan t but not the so le  c o n s id e ra t io n s )  p o l i t i c a l  expediency 
and the p o l ic ie s  o f  the s u p e r io r  and the provost may have been the 
u l t im a te  govern ing fa c to rs .  For the moment, the general increase
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in  re p re s e n ta t io n  du r ing  the 1580s may be noted. This w i l l  be 
re tu rned  to  l a t e r .  139
Having demonstrated th a t  the merchants dominated the governance 
o f  the burgh but th a t  c e r ta in  craftsm en were a lso  c lo s e ly  in vo lved  
in  the a d m in is t ra t io n ,  the t h i r d  ques tion  which was posed remains 
to  be answered. How fa r  i s  i t  p o ss ib le  to  d e te c t  wealthy craftsmen 
whose a f f lu e n c e  might draw t h e i r  in te r e s ts  away from t h e i r  le sse r  
b re th re n  towards the lead ing  merchants? In  short, can the p o l i t i c a l  
c r a f t  a r is to c ra c y  be d is t in g u is h e d  f i n a n c ia l l y  from t h e i r  
co lleagues?
In order to  answer t h i s  ques tion  i t  i s  f i r s t  necessary to  
de f in e  the a f f lu e n c e  o f  the merchants. In  p a r t  t h i s  has been done 
a lready  when the wealth  o f  the s e n io r  o f f i c i a l s  was d iscussed. 140 
However th a t  a n a ly s is  in c luded  seve ra l men whose occupations are 
unknown or whose s ta tu s  as merchants can on ly  be determined from 
sources o the r  than the appointment l i s t s  (men such as George 
E lph ins tone , James Fleming and Hector S te w a rt) .  C on fin ing  the 
study to  men who d ied p r io r  to  1601 and who were d e f i n i t e l y  
merchants, the average wealth  o f  t h i r t y - t w o  merchants whose testaments 
have been examined was about £837. At the upper end o f  the 
sca le  were men such as David H a l l  (£1520) John Lindsay (£2473) and 
P a t r ic k  Glen (£2795).
U n fo r tu n a te ly  the re  i s  very l i t t l e  testam entary evidence fo r  
the cra ftsm en. R e s t r ic t in g  examples again to  men who d ied p r io r  
to  1601, on ly  ten testaments have been t ra ce d . One man, Andrew 
Mackay, t a i l o r ,  l e f t  on ly  £71 w h i le  ano the r, John Young, webster, 
l e f t  £1528, a sum commensurate w i th  the wealth  o f  the lead ing  
merchants, such as David H a l l .  Only one o f  these testaments belongs 
to  a craftsman c o u n c i l lo r ,  James Braidwood (deacon o f  the c o rd in e rs ) ,  
who l e f t  £675, a sum not too fa r  removed from the suggested average 
wea lth  o f  the m erchan ts .142 Such evidence need not however be 
con f ined  to  testaments. As a lready  noted Braidwood was, l i k e  many 
o f  the merchants, in v e s t in g  in  la n d , 1Z;3 w h ile  George B u r r e l l  
(deacon o f  the hammermen)1^  and John Wise (deacon o f  the 
s k in n e rs ) 1^ 5 were c lo s e ly  ( a lb e i t  not d i r e c t l y )  in vo lve d  in
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commercial e n te rp r is e s .  John W ilson, pewterer and craftsman b a i l i e ,  
loaned a s u b s ta n t ia l  sum to  the burgh in  the mid 1570s. 146 These 
examples suggest th a t  the re  was a c lose  a f f i n i t y ,  a m u tu a l i ty  o f  
in te r e s t s ,  between the lead ing  craftsm en and the wealthy merchants. 
However the in te r e s ts  and lo y a l t i e s  o f  the deacons and o the r  lead ing  
craftsmen were s p l i t .  On the one hand, as in d iv id u a ls  they sought 
personal advancement in  the burgh h ie ra rc h y ,  but as deacons they a lso
sought a g re a te r  say fo r  t h e i r  c r a f t s  w i th in  the government o f
the burgh. These two d es ire s  would not have been d i f f i c u l t  to  
achieve had not the merchant-dominated o l ig a rc h y  wished to  m a in ta in  
i t s  entrenched p o s i t io n .
3. Burgh P o lit ic s
I t  has re c e n t ly  been suggested th a t  the f r i c t i o n  between 
merchants and craftsm en in  S c o t t is h  burghs du r ing  the s ix te e n th  
cen tu ry  has been over-emphasised by h is to r ia n s .  147 While the re  are 
some grounds fo r  accep ting  t h i s  re -a p p ra is a l  o f  the p e r io d ,  the 
experience o f  Glasgow in  the la s t  q u a r te r  o f  the s ix te e n th  cen tu ry
suggests th a t  in  the case o f  t h i s  burgh f r i c t i o n  between these two
groups was a r e c u r r in g  problem which became in c re a s in g ly  s e r io u s .
I t  has been shown th a t  the bu rgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n  in  the 1570s 
and 1580s was dominated by the merchants. E a r l ie r  in  the cen tu ry  
they had adopted the p o l ic y  ( in  common w i th  o the r  burghal o l ig a rc h ie s )  
o f  g ra n t in g  sea ls  o f  cause to  combinations o f  craftsm en so as to  
draw the leaders  o f  these c r a f t s  w i th in  the sphere o f  the 
a d m in is t ra t io n  and thereby c o n t ro l  the c r a f t s  through these men, the 
deacons. As a r e s u l t  some o f  these deacons had become c o u n c i l lo r s  
and se n io r  o f f i c i a l s  and had come to  i d e n t i f y  both w i th  the burgh 
a d m in is t ra t io n  and t h e i r  c r a f t s .  Yet t h e i r  ta s te  o f  burgh p o l i t i c s  
was spasmodic and seemingly governed by the d es ire s  o f  the s u p e r io r ,  
the p rovos t and the(p redom inan tly )m erchan t b a i l i e s .  148 The members 
o f  t h e i r  c r a f t s  must have been even more i r r i t a t e d  a t  t h i s  la ck  
o f  re p re s e n ta t io n ,  which f a i l e d  to  r e f l e c t  e i th e r  the apparent 
predominance o f  the in co rp o ra te d  cra ftsm en over the merchants in  
num erica l terms 149 or the fa c t  th a t  the f in a n c ia l  d i f f e r e n t i a l
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between the two groups had been c lo s in g .  This sense o f  f r u s t r a t io n  must have 
been s t i l l  more exacerbated when, fo r  in s tance , the r u l in g  merchant o l iga rchy  
s trove  to  c o n t ro l  p r ic e s  a r t i f i c i a l l y  in  times o f  s c a rc i t y  or regu la te  the
150c ra ftsm en 's  t ra d in g  hours and o ther business p ra c t ic e s .  The craftsmen 
must have regarded such re c u r re n t  economic pressures as problems which might 
be remedied i f  they could a t ta in  an es tab l ishe d  place w i th in  the r u l in g  o l iga rchy .
Evidence fo r  f r i c t i o n  between the merchants and craftsmen can be
detected a t  va r ious  in te r v a ls  du r ing  t h i s  pe r io d .  The 1573-74
accounts record th a t  George E lph ins tone , then b a i l i e ,  was sent to
Edinburgh 'a t  the b a i l l i e s  command and counsale . . .  about the
151c ra f t is m e n is  complaynt to  the re g e n t ' .  The nature  o f  t h e i r  
com pla in t i s  unknown though i t  i s  tempting to  suggest th a t  i t  had 
something to  do w i th  the ques tion  o f  re p re s e n ta t io n  fo r  a t  Michaelmas 
1574 provost Boyd requested the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l  ' t o  s u f fe r  certane 
dekynnis o f  c r a f t i s  to  be a d m i t t i t  to  cum in  the counsalhous to  stand 
and h e i r  the l y t i s  o f  the b a i l l i e s  chosin and nominat t h is  y e i r ' .
The request was couched in  terms designed to  a l la y  any fea rs  on the 
p a r t  o f  the r u l i n g  merchants. I f  granted i t  was not to  be to  the 
p re ju d ic e  'o f  the p r i u i l e g i s ,  l i b e r t e i s  or vse in  votyng owther 
o f  c r a f t i s  or merchandis in  ony y e i r  t h e r e f t i r 1. The p ro v o s t 's  
s u p p l ic a t io n  was granted and th ree  deacons were a llowed to  be presen t, 
but fo r  ' t h i s  y e i r  o n e l ie  sua th a t  induce no p ra c t ic k  in  tymes 
t h e r e f t i r ' .  152 There can be l i t t l e  doubt th a t  Boyd could have, 
had he des ire d ,  rode roughshod over these ' p r i u i l e g i s '  and ' l i b e r t e i s ' 
but in s tead  he avoided an tagon is ing  the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l .  Perhaps 
he was c o u r t in g  the craftsmen so as to  counter some re s id u a l support 
fo r  S i r  John Stewart o f  M in to , whom he had ousted from the 
p rovos tsh ip  and b a i l i e s h ip  o f  the r e g a l i t y  in  la te  1573 .153 
However almost twe lve months had elapsed s ince  those events and 
i t  seems more l i k e l y  th a t  Boyd, appoin ted to  the p rovos tsh ip  by the 
regent Morton, was, a t  the re g e n t 's  request ( fo l lo w in g  the c ra ftsm en 's  
com p la in t)  a t tem p ting  to  p a c i fy  the aggrieved c r a f t s .  A f te r  the 
recen t c i v i l  war c o n f ro n ta t io n s  were to  be avoided.
The absence o f  an a l l ia n c e  between Boyd and the deacons was 
confirm ed in  June 1576 when a p e t i t i o n  was presented to  Boyd (who was
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s t i l l  p ro v o s t ) ,  the b a i l i e s  and the c o u n c i l  by ' th e  h a i l l  deaconis 
and communitie o f  t h i s  gud toun ' reques ting  an immediate stop to  
the a l ie n a t io n  o f  pa rce ls  o f  common lands and c la im in g  th a t  the 
t ra n s a c t io n s  had been 's e t  f u r th  to  sum p a r t i c u l a r i s  be your 
lo rd s c h ip  prouest and b a i l l i e s  and certane o f  c o u n sa le '.  In 
response the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  (w i th  a l l  the deacons and those 
members o f  the community the re  p resen t) agreed th a t  no fu r th e r  
a l ie n a t io n s  should be p e rm it ted ,  e i th e r  by themselves or t h e i r  
successors. 15^
The deacons were c le a r l y  among the leaders  o f  t h i s  o p p o s it io n .
They cla imed th a t  they had not been consu lted  p ro p e r ly  as a group
regard ing  the a l ie n a t io n s .  Instead t h e i r  consent had been obta ined
's e u e r a l l ie  in  p r iv a te  houss is , quha ir  the h a i l l  su ld  be c a l l i t  to
geve our consen tis  to g id d e r ' . 155 This i s  s ig n i f i c a n t ,  fo r  i t  not
on ly  shows the in f lu e n c e  o f  the deacons in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f
the burgh, but suggests th a t  ( in  t h e i r  op in ion  a t  le a s t )  they
could meet as a group to  d iscuss how the burgh was being managed.
The m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  took a co n tra ry  v iew: the deacons were
assuming a p o s i t io n  beyond t h e i r  s ta tu s .  Four months la t e r  the act
book records th a t  a l l  the deacons had consented th a t  ' t h a i r  be na
nouationes, bandis nor w th e r is  c o n t r a c t is  maid among thame bot sa fe r
as i s  c o n te n i t  in  t h a i r  le t t e r e s  o f  dekynheid is  gevin  to  thame be the 
156t o u n ' .  The minute records th a t  they had sworn to  abide by t h is
agreement. The f o rm a l i t y  o f  t h is  arrangement und e r l in e s  the 
seriousness w i th  which the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  had viewed recent 
developments.
D i f f i c u l t i e s  between the deacons and the a d m in is t ra t io n  subsided, 
ye t the re  are in d ic a t io n s  o f  c o n t in u in g  te n s io n .  The c o u n c i l 's  
attempts to  re g u la te  the t ra d in g  p ra c t ic e s  o f  the craftsmen met w ith  
in d iv id u a l  and c o l le c t i v e  o p p o s i t io n .157 The most s t r i k i n g  example 
concerns the f le s h e rs  who, throughout the 1570s, were en jo ined by 
the c o u n c i l  to  cease the p ra c t ic e  o f  'b re d in g ' or b leed ing  l iv e s to c k  
p r io r  to  sa le .  I n d iv id u a l  p rosecu tions  are recorded in  1574 but in  
1575 a l l  o f  the f le s h e rs  were amerced. The d ispu te  dragged on and 
in  1578 they were a l l  f in e d  aga in. The m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l 's
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f i n a l  s o lu t io n  to  t h i s  problem was, i t  appears, to  g ran t a seal o f  
cause to  the f le s h e rs  f o r ,  in  October 1580, they became the 
n in th  in c o rp o ra t io n  w i th in  the burgh. 158 Perhaps the f le s h e rs  
had been a g i ta t in g  fo r  t h i s  s ta tu s  a l l  along but whatever the case 
t h i s  example i s  a c le a r  ins tance  o f  the means whereby the o l ig a rc h y  
cou ld  undermine c r a f t  op p o s it io n  by a t t r a c t in g  to  i t s  membership the 
leaders  o f  a c r a f t  and making them respons ib le  fo r  the behaviour 
o f  t h e i r  le s s e r  b re th re n .  The rea fte r  ( f o r  the remainder o f  the 
pe r iod  under c o n s id e ra t io n  a t le a s t )  the f le s h e rs  were c o n t in u a l ly  
represented on the c o u n c i l .  However another mass f in e  was le v ie d  
on the f le s h e rs  in  November 1588 and again the o ffence  was 
'bowbreding o f  f le s c h e ' .  159 These d ispu tes  between the f le s h e rs  
and the c o u n c i l  demonstrate the un d e r ly in g  economic tens ion  between 
merchants and p a r t i c u la r  craftsmen which m ight encourage the 
l a t t e r  to  seek, as a remedy fo r  t h e i r  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  g rea te r  
re p re s e n ta t io n  and s ta tu s  w i th in  the burgh.
On 3 Ju ly  1582 ' th e  h a i l l  bodye and number o f  mechandis o f  t h i s  
toun ' appeared be fore  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  and p e t i t io n e d  th a t  
they be a llowed to  e le c t  one o f  t h e i r  number ' i n  the o f f i c e  o f  ane 
presedent, accord ing  to  the aulde obse rw it  custom e'. George 
E lph ins tone  was a cco rd ing ly  e lec te d  p re s id e n t  w i th  the ' fauo rab le  and 
w i l l i n g  consent' o f  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  and was promised 
t h e i r  ass is tance  and support ' i n  a l l  and s in d r ie  t h in g is  p e r te in in g  
to  the o f f i c e  o f  p re s e d e n t ' . 160 As has a lready  been noted, on ly  one 
o the r re fe rence  to  t h i s  o f f i c e  has been t race d , in  1569.161 I t s  
re s u r re c t io n  a t  t h i s  point may have been l in k e d  to  an (apparent) 
increase in  craftsman re p re s e n ta t io n  on the c o u n c i l  around t h is  time 
which, though s l i g h t ,  could have been regarded as a p o te n t ia l  th re a t  
to  the hegemony o f  the m erchants.162 C e r ta in ly ,  the fo rm a l i t y  o f  
the procedure adopted, e le c t io n  be fore  the m ag is tracy  and c o u n c i l ,  
i s  s t r i k i n g  and u nd e r l in es  the a f f i n i t y  between those men and the 
merchants. Not s u r p r is in g ly  the c r a f t s  were apprehensive and a 
f o r t n ig h t  l a t e r  James R i tc h ie  appeared be fore  the c o u n c i l  and on 
b e h a lf  o f  the deacons p ro tes te d  th a t  u n t i l  the re tu rn  o f  the provost 
no th ing  should be done regard ing  the o f f i c e  o f  p re s id e n t o f  the 
merchants (p robab ly  a d i r e c t  re fe rence  to  E lp h in s to n e 's  request
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fo r  an 'au ten tek  ev iden t and w r i t e '  d e s c r ib in g  the rem it  and powers 
p e r ta in in g  to  h is  p o s i t i o n ) . 163
Tension erupted e x a c t ly  one year l a t e r ,  in  J u ly  1583. Was 
i t  co inc idence th a t  the same year marked the issue  o f  Ed inburgh 's  
Decreet A r b i t r a l  whereby the craftsmen in  the c a p i t a l  (o r  a t  le a s t  
t h e i r  leade rs )  increased t h e i r  re p re s e n ta t io n  on th a t  bu rgh 's  counc il?  
The Glasgow in c o rp o ra t io n s  cannot have been unaware o f  the events in  
Edinburgh and ju s t  as the craftsmen the re  increased t h e i r  s ta tu s ,  
i t  i s  s ig n i f i c a n t  th a t  the re s p e c t iv e  s ta tu s  o f  the merchants and 
craftsmen la y  behind the contemporaneous events in  Glasgow. On
6 Ju ly  a r i o t  had occurred a t a wapinschaw (he ld  on the eve o f  the 
f a i r ) .  The deacons o f  the hammermen, t a i l o r s ,  c o rd in e rs ,  f le s h e rs ,  
b ax te rs ,  sk inne rs  and websters ( th a t  i s ,  o f  seven o f  the 
in c o rp o ra t io n s :  the masons and coopers were not s p e c i f i c a l l y  re fe r re d  
to  in  the re le v a n t  m inutes) were c a l le d  be fore  the b a i l i e s  on
7 Ju ly  to  answer fo r  the ' t ru b la n c e  and tu m u lt '  caused by the 
cra ftsm en. They were asked to  become s u re t ie s  fo r  the good behaviour 
o f  t h e i r  re s p e c t iv e  members ' i n  p a r t i c u l a r '  u n t i l  a co u r t  could be 
he ld  on 16 J u ly ,  once the time o f  f a i r  was over. But the deacons 
answered ' t h a t  i t  was nocht in  t h a i r  power to  ansue rfo r  e w ir ie  membir 
in  p a r t i c u la r  o f  t h a i r  c r a f t i s ' .  The deacons, and thus the 
m ag is tra te s ,  had momentarily lo s t  c o n t ro l  and the re  i s  more than
a h in t  o f  despera tion  in  the remedy which the b a i l i e s  and the 
deacons then adopted: anyone, merchant or c ra ftsm an, who d is tu rb e d  
the peace was to  be f in e d  £100 and banished from the burgh. F u r th e r ­
more the s ta tu te  o f  1574 o rd e r in g  a l l  able bodied men to  be in  
readiness w i th  arms a t  f a i r  t ime was suspended: a l l  arms were to
be put as ide ( 'o r d a n i s . . .  e u i r i e  man put f r a  him in  the meanetyme 
h is  armouris and th a t  nane be fund w i th  armour by accustom it m a n i r ' ) . 164
For 'p a c i fe in g  o f  thee t r u b l i s  b e tw ix t  the merchandis and 
c ra ft ism en is ' 165 the p rovos t re tu rned  to  the burgh and the d ispu te  
was heard a t  a co u r t  he ld on 16 J u ly  by p rovos t M into and b a i l i e s  
Cunninghame and Wallace. The accusa tion  was presented by the common 
p ro c u ra to r  aga ins t ' th e  h a i l l  e s ta i te s  o f  merchandis, deacones and 
c ra ft ism e n  o f  the towne . . .  so fa r  as may concerne the . . .  commoune
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i n i u r i e  done to  the m a g is t r a t i s ' .  I t  was agreed to  r e fe r  se tt lem en t 
o f  t h i s  a c t io n  and the com pla in ts  brought by the merchants and the 
craftsmen aga ins t  each o the r to  the judgement o f  the p rovost and 
b a i l i e s  who were a lso  b r ie fe d  to  devise some means o f  p reven ting  
s im i la r  d issens ions  o ccu rr in g  in  the fu tu re ,  'b e tu i x t  the sa id  
bayth e s ta t is  conernyng t h a i r  rank ing  and p lace ing  thame s e l f i s  in  
tyme o f  m u s to u r is ' .  166
The m ag is tra te s  were to  g ive  judgement on 23 J u ly  but no more 
i s  heard o f  t h i s  d ispu te  in  the m inutes. In  the ac t book a t  th a t  
date seve ra l b lank pages were l e f t ,  presumably f o r  in s e r t io n  o f  t h e i r  
d e c is io n .  The 1383-84 accounts record  th a t  W il l ia m  Cunninghame, 
b a i l i e ,  was paid £4 10s Od ' f o r  the copie o f  the appointment b roch t 
f u r t h t  o f  Ed inburch t be him b e tw ix t  thee merchandis and c r a f t s ­
men'. 167 This may r e fe r  to  an agreement between the Glasgow 
merchants and craftsmen but i t  may e q u a l ly  mean th a t  the Glasgow 
m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  obta ined a copy o f  the Edinburgh Decreet 
A r b i t r a l  in  the hope th a t  i t  m ight he lp so lve  t h e i r  problem.
How the p e rp e tra to rs  o f  the ' t u m u l t '  were punished or how the 
questions o f  s ta tu s  which led  to  the r i o t  were remedied i s  unknown, 
though on t h i s  l a t t e r  p o in t  i t  i s  perhaps s ig n i f i c a n t  th a t  the 
arrangements fo r  a wapinschaw in  1601 s t ip u la te d  th a t  the deacons were 
to  accompany the p rovos t,  b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l  'on ho rsba k '.
Yet the deacons were in  an am biva len t p o s i t io n .  On the one hand 
they were the leaders  o f  t h e i r  c r a f t s ;  but they were a lso  inc luded  
from time to  t ime on the merchant c o n t r o l le d  c o u n c i l  and c o l l e c t i v e l y  
were invo lve d  in  some items o f  burgh l e g is l a t i o n .  The ir  spasmodic 
involvement w i th  the c o u n c i l  in  the is s u in g  o f  s ta tu te s  (on a 
v a r ie ty  o f  sub jec ts  rang ing from ta x a t io n  to  the c o n t ro l  o f  we ights 
and measures) r e f le c te d  t h e i r  r o le  as c r a f t  le ade rs ,  as 
re p re s e n ta t iv e s  o f  an im portan t s e c t io n  o f  the community. For, i t  
must be s tressed , no m atter how o l ig a r c h ic  the composition o f  the 
a d m in is t ra t io n  was, government res ted  to  a g rea t degree on consent 
and on occasions the community and the deacons cou ld  be c a l le d  upon 
to  g ive t h e i r  assent to  items o f  l e g i s l a t i o n . 169 However a fe a tu re  
o f  the main per iod  under d iscuss ion  i s  the manner whereby the
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a d m in is t ra t io n  appears to  have been d ispens ing  w i th  the assent o f
the community as a whole. The Summerhill meetings (which i t  seems
a l l  the burgesses had attended) were f a l l i n g  in to  desuetude and
ins tead  the community o f  burgesses had to  make do w ith
170re p re s e n ta t io n  on the c o u n c i l .  Yet the cra ftsm en were t re a te d  
as a s p e c ia l  case in  so fa r  as t h e i r  deacons were from time to  
t ime consu lted  se p a ra te ly .  I t  can thus be argued th a t  the 
merchant o l ig a rc h y  was a ttem pting  to  defuse o p p o s it io n  from the 
craftsmen w h ile  s im u ltaneous ly  hoping to  b r in g  the deacons to  
i d e n t i f y  more w ith  the a d m in is t ra t io n  than w i th  t h e i r  c r a f t s .
Probably the c le a re s t  example o f  the c o u n c i l 's  a ttem pts to  
b r in g  the deacons w i th in  the o r b i t  o f  the o l ig a rc h y  i s  to  be seen 
in  the progress o f  the p o l ic y  o f  a l ie n a t in g  p a r ts  o f  the burgh common 
lands. In  1568 a l ie n a t io n s  were approved a t  the Summerhill meeting 
by ' th e  h a i l l  communitie o f  the towne' ,  but e ig h t  years l a t e r  a 
p e t i t i o n  was presented by the deacons and the community compla in ing 
th a t  the p rovos t ,  b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l  had gone too f a r . 171 The ir  
p e t i t i o n  was fo r  the time success fu l in  i t s  purpose and the p ra c t ic e  
o f  a l ie n a t io n  was fo rm a l ly  p ro h ib i te d .  However fu r th e r  a l ie n a t io n s  
became necessary to  ra is e  funds to  a l low  the town to  purchase 
A rch iba ld  Lyon 's  K e lv in  m i l l ,  and these t ra n s a c t io n s  were au tho r ised  
between October 1588 and January 1589 by severa l s ta tu te s  which 
e f f e c t i v e l y  ignored the p r o h ib i t io n  o f  1576 .172 The assent o f  the 
community was re fe r re d  to  in  on ly  one o f  these, 173 but the deacons 
were invo lve d  in  each enactment a longs ide  the m ag is tra te s  and c o u n c i l .  
The ro le  o f  the ' h a i l l  communitie ' was being d im in ished  but the 
deacons' assent was e v id e n t ly  regarded as e s s e n t ia l .
In  1600 i t  was proposed to  a l ie n a te  more pa rce ls  o f  common 
land. As before  the m ag is tra tes  approached the deacons fo r  t h e i r  
consent to  these proposa ls . However on t h i s  occasion they re fused 
and c i te d  the p r o h ib i t io n  o f  1576: ' th e y  d i s a s e n t i t  th a t  ony
commone land su ld  be d e l t  . . .  conforme to  ane ac t s e t t  done in  my 
lo rde  Boydes t y m e ' . 174 The c o u n c i l 's  p o l ic y  o f  t r y i n g  to  draw the 
deacons towards the in te re s ts  o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  and away from 
those o f  t h e i r  fe l lo w  craftsmen had f a i l e d .  I t  was s t i l l  the case
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175th a t  not a l l  the deacons were on the c o u n c i l  s im u ltan eous ly ,  ye t 
t h e i r  a p p e t i te s  fo r  power and in f lu e n c e  must have been whetted by 
t h e i r  i r r e g u la r  involvement in  c o u n c i l  a f f a i r s .  Pressured on the one 
hand by t h e i r  merchant c o u n c i l lo r  co lleagues to  behave responsibly and 
on the o the r both by the des ire  o f  t h e i r  c r a f t  b re th ren  fo r  g rea te r  
re p re s e n ta t io n  and t h e i r  own personal am b it ions , they were 
in c re a s in g ly  succumbing to  these o the r  in f lu e n c e s .
During the 1590s there  are seve ra l gaps in  the ac t books but a
few in d ic a t io n s  o f  the d e te r io ra t in g  r e la t io n s h ip  between merchants and
craftsmen can be detected or in fe r r e d  from these and o the r  sources.
Fo llow ing  the r i o t  o f  Ju ly  1583 the next se r iou s  upset appears to
have occurred in  1595 when cau t io ne rs  were appoin ted to  each o f  the
deacons to  ensure t h e i r  appearance before  the burgh co u r t  to  answer
the ' accusationes l a id  to  t h a i r  charge fo r  con traven t ioune  o f  t h a i r
c r a f t i s ' .  176 The same minute r e fe rs  to  craftsmen ' i n s o le n t  and
t r u b le r i s  o f  the qu iyetnes o f  the towne' whose names the deacons
were to  g ive  up on pain o f  a f in e  o f  £500, a very la rg e  sum which
shows th a t  the re  had been se r ious  t ro u b le .  This un res t may have
a r ise n  in  response to  the severe economic problems o f  t h i s  p e r io d .
A succession o f  bad harvests  had led  to  sharp increases in  wholesale
p r ic e s  which the craftsmen were unable to  pass on to  the townspeople
because o f  the c o u n c i l 's  de te rm ina t io n  to  m a in ta in  low r e t a i l  p r ic e s .177
However a more immediate cause was probably  the in c re a s in g  pressure
being placed on Glasgow by the Convention o f  Royal Burghs to
e s ta b l is h  a burgh s e t t  s im i la r  to  Ed inburgh 's  which, w i th  the
in c lu s io n  o f  g i l d  b re th re n ,  would ensure the lead ing  craftsmen the
place in  the bu rgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n  which they sought. On 1 June
1595 the Convention had issued an ac t c r i t i c i s i n g  the m ag is tra tes
and c o u n c i l  o f  Glasgow fo r  having f a i l e d  to  in tro d u c e  e i th e r  a dean
o f  g i l d  or e lec te d  g i l d  b re th re n ,  j u s t  n ine days be fore  the above
178noted summons was issued by the burgh co u r t  aga ins t  the deacons.
F u r the r  endeavours by the Convention fo l low ed  but the n e g o t ia t io n s  
(which had invo lve d  both merchants and c r a f t  leaders  in  Glasgow 
as w e l l  as re p re s e n ta t iv e s  o f  the Convention) broke down in  Ju ly  
1598.179 The merchant o lig a r c h y  continued to  stand f i rm  and i t  i s
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notab le  th a t  the c o u n c i l  s t i l l  sought to  appease c r a f t  o p p o s it io n  
by g ra n t in g  f u r t h e r  sea ls  o f  cause: the bonnetmakers were
in co rp o ra te d  in  1597 and the w r ig h ts  in  1600 ( th e  l a t t e r  being an 
in te r e s t in g  example as t h e i r  in c o rp o ra t io n  e f f e c t i v e l y  undermined the 
masons w i th  whom the w r ig h ts  had p re v io u s ly  been a s s o c ia te d ) .180 
But c r a f t  o p p o s it io n  continued and i t  i s  aga ins t  t h i s  background 
th a t  the deacons' re fu s a l  to  agree to  fu r th e r  a l ie n a t io n s  o f  the 
commons in  May 1600 may be viewed.
E ve n tu a lly  the h o s t i l i t y  between merchants and craftsmen 
became so se r iou s  th a t ,  in  November 1604, commissioners from both 
groups were appoin ted w i th  a view to  s e t t l i n g  t h e i r  re sp e c t iv e  
d i f fe re n c e s .  181 The r e s u l t  was the L e t te r  o f  G u i ld ry  o f  1605 whereby, 
in t e r  a l i a , the concept o f  a g i l d  b re th ren  was adopted, a s o lu t io n  
which s a t i s f i e d  some o f  the a s p i ra t io n s  o f  the le ad ing  c ra fts m e n .182 
S ig n i f i c a n t l y  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  s h o r t ly  a f te rw a rds  issued 
an ac t designed to  end squabbles atwapinschaws between merchants 
and cra ftsm en. 183 These were by no means im m ediate ly e f f e c t i v e  
as an in c id e n t  in  Ju ly  1605 demonstrated184 and the burgh continued 
to  be em broiled in  s t r i f e  as p o l i t i c a l  groupings sought to  c a p i ta l i s e  
on the remain ing sources o f  d is c o n te n t .  185 The crown was ob l iged  
to  in te rven e  and in  November 1606 i t  ordained th a t  the c o u n c i l  was 
to  be comprised o f  an equal number o f  craftsmen and merchants.186 
The lead ing  craftsmen had f i n a l l y  a t ta in e d  a measure o f  p o l i t i c a l  
e q u a l i ty  w ith  the most prominent merchants and even i f  t h i s  was o f  
l i t t l e  d i r e c t  b e n e f i t  to  the le s s e r  craftsmen they a t le a s t  could 
c la im  th a t  they were no longer second c la ss  c i t i z e n s .
A lthough the f i n a l  cu lm in a t io n  and re s o lu t io n  o f  the d i f f i c u l t i e s  
between the Glasgow merchants and craftsmen f a l l  o u tw ith  the main 
per iod  under c o n s id e ra t io n  i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  t h e i r  d i f fe re n c e s  
ex is te d  du r ing  the 1570s and 1580s and could o c c a s io n a l ly ,  as in  
the d is tu rbances  o f  Ju ly  1583, emerge in to  the open. The fu rtherance  
o f  the a s p i ra t io n s  o f  the craftsmen was but one o f  seve ra l lo c a l  
issues which were a fe a tu re  o f  burgh p o l i t i c s  a t  t h is  t im e.
As has a lready  been s ta te d ,  burgh government was o l ig a r c h ic  in  
i t s  com position but i t s  e f fe c t iv e n e s s  res ted  on c o n se n t.187 Thus
the deacons and the community were sometimes in vo lve d  a longside the 
m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  in  the enactment o f  l e g i s l a t i o n .  Nonetheless 
the re  i s  evidence o f  open c r i t i c i s m  and o p p o s it io n  to  c e r ta in  p o l ic ie s  
which the a d m in is t ra t io n  adopted. This may be detec ted  on the issues 
o f  the a l ie n a t io n  o f  commons (a lready  d iscussed ),  188 the le v e l  o f  
burgess e n t ry  f in e s  and a s t r i c t i o n  to  the tow n 's  m i l l s .
In  June 1574 burgess e n try  f in e s  were se t a t  £10 i r r e s p e c t iv e  
o f  the a p p l i c a n t s 's ta tu s . This prompted, in  September 1575, a 
p ro te s t  from 'burges sonnys' ( th a t  is ,  younger sons and s o n s - in - la w ,  
but not burgess h e i rs  who were always d e a lt  w i th  p r e f e r e n t i a l l y )  th a t  
they were being u n f a i r l y  t re a te d .  The m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  
decided to  de fe r  d e c is io n  u n t i l  i t  had been p o ss ib le  to  determine 
the p ra c t ic e  o f  o the r burghs but t h e i r  d e l ib e ra t io n s  were fo r e s ta l le d  
a t  the Summerhill co u r t  o f  June 1576. A lthough the b a i l i e s  and 
c o u n c i l  were presen t w ith  the ' commountie' ,  th re e  s ta tu te s  were 
adopted by the community a lone, advocating the in t r o d u c t io n  o f  a 
th ree  t i e r  system o f  f in e s .  These proposa ls  were to  be ' r e s o n i t  
b e fo i r  the p roues t,  and g i f  he consen tis  t h a i r t o  to  be c o n c lu d i t  
and e n d i t ,  wtherwayis n o c h t ' .  In  f a c t  the p rovos t d id  not g ive  h is  
assent ( the  accounts show th a t  the o ld  system remained in  o p e ra t io n ), but in  
May 1577 a more s o p h is t ic a te d  scheme was adopted by the p rovos t,  
b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l  which seems to  have met the o b je c t io n s  ra ised  
by the 'burges sonnys' th ree  years e a r l i e r .  189 Thus, as regards t h is  
issue (which was obv ious ly  c lose  to  the in te r e s ts  o f  a l l  burgesses), 
the a d m in is t ra t io n  showed i t s e l f  w i l l i n g ,  a lb e i t  s lo w ly ,  to  respond 
to  c r i t i c i s m .
More c o n t ro v e rs ia l  was the d e c is io n  taken in  November 1576 to  
a s t r i c t  the in h a b i ta n ts  to  the town m i l l s .  Unusually  the c o u n c i l lo r s  
who promulgated t h i s  ac t w i th  the p rovos t and b a i l i e s  were 
in d iv id u a l l y  named. This in  i t s e l f  shows th a t  the p o l ic y  o f  
a s t r i c t i o n  or t h i r la g e ,  which was designed to  augment the income o f  
the common good, was expected to  be unpopular, and i t  i s  not 
s u rp r is in g  th a t  the a u th o r i t ie s  attempted to  secure t h i s  le g is l a t i o n  
by s t ip u la t in g  th a t  a l l  new burgesses were to  swear th a t  they would 
'promeis and be bund to  cum to  the commowne towne m y ln e s . . .  w i th t  
a l l  t h a i r  c o r n e s ' . 190
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The t h i r la g e  le g is l a t i o n  re s u l te d  in  the so le  example dur ing  
t h i s  pe r iod  o f  the form al ab roga tion  o f  a burgh s ta tu te .  In  
June 1581 the p ro vo s t ,  Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox, n o t i f i e d  the b a i l i e s  and 
c o u n c i l  th a t  he wished t h i s  ' h u r t f u l  and p re te n d i t  s ta tu te  maid 
in  thee tyme o f  Robert lo rd  Boyd sum tyme p ro v e s t ,  bee thee aduice 
o f  the b a i l l i e s  and certane v th e r is  p a r t i c u l a r i s  vpoune counsale ' 
to  be a n n u l l e d .  191 A cco rd ing ly  the b a i l i e s ,  c o u n c i l  and deacons 
convened on 1 Ju ly  to  rece ive  ' th e  complaynt maid be the in h a b i ta n t i s  
o f  t h is  toun and h a i l l  communitie t h a i r o f ' ,  which had presumably 
prompted Lennox's l e t t e r .  The ir  p e t i t i o n  argued th a t  freemen and 
burgesses ought not to  be a s t r i c te d  to  any m i l l  and th a t  the town 
m i l l s  had been incapab le  o f  coping w i th  the demands made on them.
The a u th o r i t i e s  in  response abrogated the o f fe n d in g  s ta tu te ,  as 
being ' t o  the h u r t  o f  the commone w e i l l ' . 192
The fo r m a l i t y  o f  the procedure adopted on t h i s  occasion shows 
th a t  t h i r la g e  was a major lo c a l  issue du r in g  the la t e  1570s, a 
grievance which transcended o the r  sources o f  c o n te n t io n  such as the 
spasmodic disagreements between merchants and cra ftsm en. Yet the 
r u l in g  o l ig a rc h y  was not in  i t s e l f  th rea tened  by any o f  the issues 
thus fa r  d iscussed. Recognising the wisdom o f  ach iev ing  a measure 
o f  consensus, the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l  were prepared to  respond 
c o n s t ru c t iv e ly  to  these in te r n a l  p ressures. A more se r iou s  th re a t  
to  the o l ig a rc h y  arose from i t s  dea lings  w i th ,  and the i n t e r ­
r e la t io n s h ip s  between, the p rovos ts ,  the su p e r io rs  (o s te n s ib ly  the 
archbishops) and the crown.
A s a l ie n t  fe a tu re  o f  the 1570s and 1580s was the manner whereby 
the p o s i t io n  o f  archbishops Boyd and Montgomery as su p e r io rs  o f  the 
burgh was undermined by the assumption o f  the s u p e r io r 's  r o le  in  
the nomination o f  the burgh 's  p rovos ts  and b a i l i e s  by a succession 
o f  r u l in g  co u r t  fa c t io n s  anxious to  c o n t ro l  t h i s  and o the r  burghs. 
Concurrent w i th  t h i s  phenomenon was the c o n t in u a t io n  q u i te  
independently  o f  the burgesses' de s ire  fo r  a g re a te r  in f lu e n c e  in  the 
appointment o f  the town b a i l i e s ,  an am b it ion  which dated back 
to  the 1550s a t  le a s t .  A lthough the p o l ic y  o f  the crown and the 
p re tens ions  o f  the burgesses were in  f a c t  in com pa tib le  both had
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an in te r e s t  in  c ircum ven t ing  the a u th o r i t y  o f  the archb ishops.
During the p ro vo s tsh ip  o f  Robert Lord Boyd in  the e a r ly  1570s, as 
s h a l l  be demonstrated, the re  i s  some in d ic a t io n  o f ,  i f  not an 
a l l i a n c e ,  a t a c i t  understanding between the le a d in g  burgesses 
and the p rovos t who was by th a t  t im e, in  e f f e c t ,  a crown nominee 
ra th e r  than s im p ly  an appointee o f  the a rch b ish o p .193
Although the e ros ion  o f  the a u th o r i t y  o f  the archbishops as 
su p e r io rs  o f  the burgh was a dom inating fe a tu re  o f  the 1570s and 1580s, 
the beg inn ings o f  t h i s  process can be traced  back to  the opening 
decade o f  the s ix te e n th  cen tu ry .  The r e g a l i t y  c h a r te r  o f  1476
194emphasised th a t  the provost was to  be nominated by the archb ishop.
But in  a l e t t e r  o f  c1510 archbishop Beaton I  in form ed the town 
c o u n c i l  th a t  'my lo rd  o f  Levenax and I  are condescendit th a t  he 
be chosen p r o v o s t ' . 195 Given the re s p e c t iv e  powers o f  the 
archbishop and a lo c a l  magnate such as Lennox, i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  the 
le g a l  s u p e r io r  would have l i t t l e  in f lu e n c e  should a man such as the 
e a r l  wish to  become p rovos t.  Archbishop Beaton I I  found h im s e lf  
in  a s im i la r  p o s i t io n .  The Lennox in t e r e s t  had been e c l ip se d  
in  the mid 1540s a f t e r  the b a t t le  o f  the B u tts  and e a r l  Matthew's 
e x i le .  In  1545 the regent A rran, l a t e r  duke o f  C h a te lh e ra u l t , 
became b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y  and fo r  a lmost twenty years the 
Hamilton fa m i ly  dominated Glasgow's a f f a i r s .  F o l low in g  the death 
o f  archbishop Dunbar in  1547, A r ra n 's  b ro th e r  had been considered 
fo r  appointment to  the see and a lthough t h i s  manoeuvre proved 
unsuccessfu l,  seve ra l Hamiltons d id  o b ta in  pre ferm ent to  o the r 
e c c le s ia s t i c a l  p o s i t io n s  in  Glasgow. Beaton became archbishop in  
1552 by which time the Hamilton fa m i ly  was entrenched not ju s t  in  
the church but a lso  in  c i v i c  o f f i c e .  A f te r  1544 the p rovos tsh ip  
was held by a succession o f  Hamiltons, and Beaton can have had l i t t l e  
choice in  r e ta in in g  the se rv ices  o f  Andrew Hamilton o f  Cochno 
(p rovos t s ince 1550 or 1551) th roughout the remainder o f  the decade, 
a man who was almost c e r ta in ly  nominated by C h a te lh e ra u l t .  196 
Thus the s u p e r io r 's  re a l  in f lu e n c e  was cons tra ined  by the powerfu l 
in f lu e n c e  o f  the duke. Yet Beaton 's success in  the d ispu te  w ith  
the burgh regard ing  the e le c t io n  o f  the town b a i l i e s  suggests th a t  
C h a te lh e ra u lt ,  i f  i n i t i a l l y  sym pathetic  to  the c la im s o f  the burgh,
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was not prepared to  see the s u p e r io r 's  a u th o r i t y  com ple te ly  undermined. 
Consequently i f  p rovost Cochno was indeed nominated by the duke 
i t  i s  probable th a t  the annual re-appo in tm ents were e f fe c te d  in  such 
a way as to  ensure th a t  the archbishop s u f fe re d  no lo s s  o f  d ig n i t y .
However Beaton, by h is  f l i g h t  in  Ju ly  1560, e f f e c t i v e l y
destroyed the remaining power and s ta tu s  o f  the archbishops as
supe r io rs  o f  the burgh o f  Glasgow. I t  would appear th a t  the r i g h t
to  appoin t the p rovos t was assumed by the crown, p o s s ib ly  in
co n ju n c t io n  w i th  the b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y .  Thus the appearance
o f  John Stewart o f  M into as p rovost seems to  have co inc ided  w ith  the
re tu rn  to  the coun try  and to  crown favour o f  Matthew, e a r l  o f
Lennox, and the appointment o f  the l a t t e r  to  the b a i l i e s h ip  o f  the
r e g a l i t y  in  Ju ly  1565. However, in  the absence o f  re le v a n t
documentation, i t  i s  im poss ib le  to  t e l l  e x a c t ly  how the crown coped
w ith  the e x t ra o rd in a ry  s i t u a t io n  which obta ined a f t e r  Beaton 's
f l i g h t ,  fo r  he d e f i n i t e l y  continued to  en joy some o f  h is  temporal
197r ig h t s  u n t i l  he was fo rm a l ly  f o r f e i t e d  in  1570.
A f te r  the f o r f e i t u r e  m atte rs  were more s t ra ig h t fo rw a rd :  the
a rchb ishop 's  temporal powers, which inc luded  the appointment o f  
the m ag is tra tes  o f  Glasgow, were then f i r m ly  vested w i th  the crown.
The f i r s t  p ro te s ta n t  archbishop o f  Glasgow was John P o r t e r f i e ld  
who was appoin ted by the crown sometime in  1571 but was never 
e lec ted  or consecrated. As la te  as October 1573 the see was s t i l l  
regarded as vacant when the regent Morton wrote to  the burgh 
nominating the b a i l l i e s .  The same month a lso  saw the removal o f  
Stewart o f  M into and the appointment by Morton o f  Robert Lord Boyd 
as p rovos t,  and in  November Lord Boyd's nephew, James Boyd o f  
Trochrague was consecrated archbishop and vested in  the te m p o ra l i t ie s  
o f  the see. 198 So fa r  as the burgh c o n s t i t u t io n  was concerned the 
advent o f  archbishop Boyd marked a re tu rn  to  the s i t u a t io n  which had 
e x is te d  p r io r  to  Beaton's hasty departu re  in  1560 and fo r  the 
d u ra t io n  o f  the per iod  under d iscuss ion  the minutes show th a t ,  w i th  
two or p o s s ib ly  th ree  exceptions ( a l l  du r ing  the ep iscopate o f  
archbishop Montgomery in  the e a r ly  1580s),199 the p rovosts  were 
appointed by the archbishops as supe r io rs  o f  the burgh. Nonetheless
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the re a s s e r t io n  o f  the a rchb ishops ’ r o le  was more apparent than r e a l ,  
f o r  t h e i r  a b i l i t y  to  make independent appointments was severe ly  
l im i te d  by ques tions  o f  k in  and n a t io n a l  p o l i t i c s .
Thus i t  i s  d o u b t fu l  whether archbishop Boyd had much choice 
in  ap p o in t in g  h is  uncle Robert Lord Boyd to  the p ro vo s tsh ip  fo r  
th re e  more successive terms o f  o f f i c e  (1574-77) when the regen t Morton 
had determined to  reward Boyd fo r  h is  se rv ice s  to  the k in g 's  cause 
du r ing  the c i v i l  war. Indeed h is  own appointment to  the see had 
a r isen  from M orton 's  p o l ic y  toward the Boyd fa m i ly .200 At Lord 
Boyd's reappointment in  October 1574 the minute records th a t  the 
archbishop nominated h is  uncle 'p roue s t  . . .  f o r  t h i s  in s ta n t  y e i r  
to  cum and s ic l y k  y e i r l i e  in  a l l  tymes cumyng h e i r e f t i r  fo l lo w in g  
in c a is e  i t  p lese him to  accept the samyn on him du r in g  a l l  the 
day is  o f  oure l y f t i m e ' .  In  1575 and 1576 Lord Boyd was again made
provost by h is  nephew. On both occasions re fe rence  was made to  t h i s
n e p o t is t i c  arrangement which had a lso  averred , in  a b la ta n t  a ttempt 
to  j u s t i f y  the removal o f  M into from the o f f i c e  o f  b a i l i e  o f  the 
r e g a l i t y  by Lord Boyd in  November 1573, th a t  ' th e  o f f i c e  o f  
p roues tre  . . .  has new ir or s e y n d i l l  been s e p a ra t i t  in  s in d ry
201persounes handis f r a  the b a i l l i e r i e  o f  oure baron ie  f o i r s a i d ' .
More remarkable s t i l l  was the a rchb ishop 's  l e t t e r  o f  6 September 1577, 
presented to  the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l  on 1 October, in t im a t in g  th a t  
Lord Boyd had decided to  stand down from the p rovos tsh ip .  I t  na rra ted  
th a t  Lord Boyd
'hes d i m i t t i t  . . .  o f f i c e  in  our hand fo r  t h i s  y e i r ,
quhairby we may nominat s ic  ane persoun as we th in k
best . . .  provyding a lw ay is  th a t  we s a i l  nominat na 
prouest t h i s  y e i r  nor in  ony tyme cuming by the 
sa id  lo r d i s  avyse and consent du r ing  a l l  the day is  
o f  h is  ly f tym e  nor y i t  s a i l  re tene ony prouest . . .  
langer nor ane y e i r  bot s a i l  change the prouest 
a t  the y e r is  end a t  the desyre and p lesou r  o f  the 
sa id  lo rd e ,  and i f  we wald do the c o n t ra r  (as God 
fo rb id  we su ld )  we be the teno r  h e i r o f  o rdan is  . . .  
the b a i l l i e s  and counsa ll  . . .  th a t  t h a i  pas nor 
g i f  na commissioun to  na persoun nor person is  to  the
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o f f i c e  o f  p ro u e s tr ie  . . .  by the consent and aduise 
o f  the sa id  lo rd e  . . .  and a ls  we be the tenour h e i r o f  
g r a n t is  and consen tis ' th a t  i t  sa lbe lesum to  the 
sa id  lo rd e  to  en te r to  the sa id  o f f i c e  o f  p ro u e s tr ie  
o f  Glasgw agane quhenewir i t  p leses h im ' . 202
Archbishop Boyd c le a r l y  had l i t t l e  say in  the a f f a i r s  o f  h is  burgh so 
long as h is  unc le  remained i n f l u e n t i a l .  The new p ro v o s t ,  Thomas 
Crawford o f  J o r d a n h i l l ,  a lthough o s te n s ib ly  nominated by the 
archbishop, was c le a r l y  chosen by Lord Boyd. However events were 
now to  take a tu rn  unforeseen by Lord Boyd and i f  the archbishop 
had found i t  d i f f i c u l t  to  r e s i s t  fa m i ly  pressure s t i l l  le ss  easy to  
ignore  was the de te rm ina t io n  o f  a c o u r t  f a c t io n  to  re s to re  the 
Lennox fa m i ly  to  i t s  former prominence.
On the death o f  the regent Matthew e a r l  o f  Lennox in  September 1571 
the succession had passed f i r s t l y  to  h is  second son Charles and then, 
on h is  death in  1576, to  the re g e n t 's  younger b ro th e r  Robert who was 
crea ted e a r l  o f  Lennox in  June 1578. Even be fo re  t h i s  date 
proceedings had been begun on b e h a lf  o f  the k ing  (as h e i r  to  h is  
g ra n d fa th e r ,  the regent Lennox) to  w rest the b a i l i e s h ip  .of the Glasgow 
r e g a l i t y  from Lord Boyd. Boyd was o b l ig e d  to  r e l in q u is h  th a t  o f f i c e  
in  Ju ly  and the crown fo r th w i th  appoin ted Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox 
in  h is  p la c e .203 S ig n i f i c a n t l y  a l l  t h i s  had co inc id ed  w i th  a 
temporary e c l ip s e  in  the power o f  Boyd's pa tron , the regen t Morton, 
in  March and a lthough Morton regained h is  p lace a t  the head o f  the 
government in  the autumn o f  1578 seve ra l o f  h is  opponents were 
re ta in e d  on the P rivy  Council.  The coup o f  March 1578 had an 
immediate e f fe c t  on the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  in  Ed inburgh, namely 
the removal o f  the provost and f i v e  o f  h is  c o u n c i l lo r s .  204 In 
Glasgow the e f f e c t  was delayed u n t i l  September when Boyd's 
p ro tege, Thomas Crawford o f  J o rd a n h i l l ,  was rep laced by Lennox.
In  view o f  the preceding y e a r 's  c o n t ra c t  w i th  Lord Boyd i t  i s  
not s u rp r is in g  to  f in d  th a t  the burgh viewed these proceedings 
w ith  some d is q u ie t .  The minutes o f  30 September record  th a t  Lennox 
(who had been made a burgess immediate ly beforehand) appeared 
before  p rovost Crawford, b a i l i e  Wallace, the c o u n c i l  and (unusu a lly )
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the 'communitie o f  the sa id  c i e t i e ' .  E qua l ly  unusual was the 
presence o f  archbishop Boyd whose l e t t e r  nom inating Lennox was 
read ' i n  oppin a u d ie n s '.  The c o u n c i l  then heard Boyd's 'nominatioun 
o f  him be h is  awin m o u th t ' .  Only then was assent g iven . Nonetheless 
Crawford entered an o b je c t io n  th a t  the l i b e r t i e s  o f  the town should 
be p ro te c te d .  Yet n e i th e r  he, Lord Boyd nor the archb ishop was 
in  a p o s i t io n  to  oppose crown p o l ic y  which aimed to  re in s ta te  the 
Lennox i n t e r e s t . 205
The b a i l i e s  were then nominated by the archb ishop and two days
la t e r  the c o u n c i l  was chosen. This prompted another o b je c t io n
from Crawford, a l le g in g  th a t  he had been 'p u t  o f  the counsale but
ony f a i t  and v n c a l l i t  t h a i r f o r e '  and th a t  the new c o u n c i l  had been
b a il ie s '
e lec ted  w ith o u t  e i th e r  h is  or the o ld  b a i l l i c s J consent. A p ro te s t  
by Mr Adam Wallace, one o f  C raw ford 's  b a i l i e s ,  in d ic a te s  th a t  the 
new c o u n c i l  had indeed been chosen by Lennox and the new b a i l i e s ,  
' f u r t h t  o f  the counsalhous' .  206
Examination o f  the appointments shows th a t  Crawford and 
Wallace had reason to  be concerned. Apart from Crawford (who 
never again he ld  burgh o f f i c e )  both o f  h is  b a i l i e s  were d isp la ced , 
a lthough they d id  become c o u n c i l lo r s .  Of the c o u n c i l  o f  1577-78 
(n ine teen  s tro n g )  ten men were not re -e le c te d  in  October 1578. In 
t h e i r  stead n ine new men were appo in ted , in c lu d in g  seve ra l Grahams 
and S tewarts , as might be expected under a Lennox reg im e.207
With the 1578 e le c t io n  i t  becomes po ss ib le  to  d e te c t  fo r  the 
f i r s t  t ime d e f in i t e  d iv is io n s  w i th in  the r u l i n g  o l ig a rc h y  o f  the 
burgh. The issues which la y  behind the e le c t io n ,  the tens ion  
between the Morton-Boyd in te r e s t  and th a t  o f  Lennox was com plicated 
fu r th e r  by r e l ig io u s  m atte rs .  Morton had achieved a modus v iv e n d i 
o f  s o r ts  between church and s ta te  a t  the Convention o f  L e i th  in  
January 1572 but the advent o f  Andrew M e lv i l l e  and h is  d o c t r in e  o f  
'two kingdoms' had i n i t i a t e d  a pe r iod  o f  c o n f l i c t  between the 
in c re a s in g ly  p re s b y te r ia n  ou t look  o f  the church and the e q u a lly  
determined view o f  the crown which stood by the new episcopacy 
e s ta b l ish e d  in  1572 as a necessary p i l l a r  o f  government. In  1578 
the General Assembly had adopted the p re s b y te r ia n  programme but i f
95
Morton was h o s t i l e  to  the chu rch 's  a s p i ra t io n s  so too was Lennox 
and the crown dec l ined  to  implement l e g i s l a t i o n  which would t ra n s fe r  
the c o n t ro l  o f  the church from crown nominated bishops to  
p re s b y te r ie s .  208
The men placed or re ta in e d  by Lennox were p robab ly  sympathetic  
to  the crown 's  p o l ic y ,  susp ic ious  o f  the p re s b y te r ia n s '  ra d ic a l is m  and 
perhaps re l ie v e d  to  see an end to  the Boyd-Crawford regime which had 
seen an invo lvement in  burgh a f f a i r s  by these two p rovos ts  which 
would not be matched by any o f  t h e i r  successors du r in g  t h i s  p e r io d . 209 
Some o f  the Lennox men may w e l l  have been former suppo rte rs  o f  S i r  
John Stewart o f  M into who, under the regen t e a r l  Matthew o f  Lennox, 
had ru le d  the burgh u n t i l  h is  removal by Lord Boyd in  1573. The 
men d isp laced  by e a r l  Robert in  October 1578 may have been more 
sympathetic  to  the General Assembly, but even i f  they were not 
(s ince  the issue o f  church governance had ye t to  come to  a head) 
they were almost c e r ta in l y  supporte rs  o f  Boyd. The d iv is io n s  
apparent in  1578 would be m agnified two years l a t e r  and i t  i s  
no tab le  th a t  when e a r l  R obe rt 's  successor, Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox, 
purged the a d m in is t ra t io n  in  1580, many o f  the men he re ta in e d  
were men whom e a r l  Robert had placed or re ta in e d ,  w h i le  s ix  o f  the ten 
c o u n c i l lo r s  he removed had a lso  been d isp laced  by e a r l  Robert. 
Nonetheless the pressure groups which can be i d e n t i f i e d  w i th in  the 
r u l i n g  o l ig a rc h y  in  1578 had ye t to  become f u l l y  formed. Although 
e a r l  Robert d isp laced  many o f  h is  predecessors ' c o u n c i l lo r s  i t  i s  
no tab le  th a t  the b a i l i e s  whom he appoin ted were men who had served 
under Boyd e i th e r  as b a i l i e s  (George E lph ins tone  and W il l ia m  
Cunninghame) or as lead ing  c o u n c i l lo r s  (David L indsay ) .  Furthermore, 
no doubt m otiva ted  by a d es ire  to  ensure s t a b i l i t y ,  seven o f  the 
ten c o u n c i l lo r s  removed in  October 1578 re tu rned  to  the c o u n c i l  in  
1579 to  serve a longs ide  the 'new' men du r ing  e a r l  R o be rt 's  second 
term as p rovos t .  E a r l Robert appears to  have app rec ia ted , u n l ik e  
e a r l  Esme a f t e r  him, th a t  i t  would be dangerous to  a l ie n a te  men 
who c o n s t i tu te d  an im portan t se c t io n  o f  the r u l i n g  o l ig a rc h y .  One 
s ide  e f f e c t  o f  e a r l  R obert 's  d es ire  f o r  a balanced a d m in is t ra t io n  
was th a t  the c o u n c i l  increased in  s iz e :  from fou r teen  seats in  1574-
75 i t  had grown to  tw e n ty - fo u r  by 1579 .2T0
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Archbishop Boyd, though powerless to  oppose the government and 
Lennox in  1578, may w e l l  in  fa c t  have welcomed the f a l l  o f  h is  
uncle Lord Boyd who, as has been noted, had fo rced  the archbishop in  
1574 and again in  1577 to  recognise and acknowledge p u b l i c ly  th a t  he, 
and not the archb ishop, determined who should be p ro v o s t .211 A f te r  
h is  u n c le 's  f a l l  in  1578 archbishop Boyd was not ab le  to  exe rc ise  
any more e f f e c t i v e  a c o n t ro l  over the appointment o f  the provost 
than he had been able to  do p re v io u s ly ,  but a t  le a s t  the Lennox 
regime was more d is c re e t  in  i t s  t rea tm en t o f  the man who was, a f t e r  
a l l ,  s t i l l  the nominal s u p e r io r .  Lord Boyd had, fu rthe rm o re ,  been 
le ss  than h e lp fu l  to  the archbishop on a t  le a s t  one occasion in  
h is  e f f o r t s  to  m a in ta in  h is  c o n t ro l  over the appointment o f  the 
burgh b a i l i e s  in  the face o f  o p p o s it io n  from the c o u n c i l .
I t  w i l l  be re c a l le d  th a t  in  the 1550s the burgesses attempted 
to  take over the e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s  but th a t  e v e n tu a l ly  the 
Lords o f  Council and Session ( in  May 1557) pronounced in  favour o f  
archbishop Beaton 's  in te r p r e ta t io n  o f  the s e t t ,  namely th a t  the 
archbishop should rece ive  from the burgh a le e t  o f  nominees from 
which he would make the appointments to  the b a i l i e s h ip s  fo r  the 
y e a r .212 How m atte rs  were managed a f t e r  Beaton 's  f l i g h t  i s  unc lea r ,  
a lthough i t  i s  known th a t  in  1561 the p rovos t and co u n c i l ,  a f t e r  
going to  g rea t leng ths  to  obey the s p i r i t  o f  the 1557 decree t,
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e lec ted  the b a i l i e s  themselves. I t  seems l i k e l y  t h a t ,  th e r e a f te r ,
once the e a r ly  traumas o f  the Reformation had passed, c o n t ro l  must 
have reve r ted  to  the crown, w ith  or w ith o u t  the b a i l i e s  o f  the 
r e g a l i t y ,  so th a t  appointments to  the b a i l ie s h ip s w o u ld  fo l lo w  the 
same p a t te rn  as the p rovos tsh ip .  Thus i t  i s  known th a t  in  1573 the 
le e t  fo r  the b a i l i e s  was sent to  the regent Morton and he chose
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who should serve. When James Boyd became archbishop the usual mode 
o f  e le c t io n ,  as s p e c i f ie d  in  the decree t o f  1557, was resumed.
However, a lthough the burgesses accepted t h i s  s ta te  o f  a f f a i r s ,  
enough grey areas remained to  a l lo w  fo r  d i f fe re n c e s  o f  op in ion  as 
to  the p rec ise  in te r p r e ta t io n  to  be placed on the 1557 judgement, 
r e s u l t in g  in  d ispu tes  which in d ic a te  th a t  the burgh s t i l l  asp ired  
to  a g re a te r  say in  these e le c t io n s .  At the same tim e i t  i s  poss ib le  
to  read in to  archbishop Boyd's responses to  these in c id e n ts  an
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endeavour by the s u p e r io r  to  m a in ta in  h is  a u th o r i t y  over the 
appointment o f  the b a i l i e s  in  the face o f  the e ros ion  o f  h is  
in f lu e n c e  over the appointment o f  the c h ie f  m a g is t ra te ,  the p rovos t.
The c h ie f  in c id e n t  occurred in  1576. On 2 October the le e t  fo r  
the b a i l i e s ,  com pris ing s ix  names, was presented to  archbishop Boyd, 
who was found ' s i t t a n d  in  h is  cheptour . . .  w i th  the copie o f  the 
decrete  gevin by the lo r d i s  o f  counsale a t  the la s t  beschopis 
ins tance  aganis the toun fo r  chesing o f  the b a i l l i e s ' .  The archbishop 
refused to  accept the le e t  'be resson th a t  t h a i r  wes nocht v i i j  l y t i s  
g iven him and the auld b a i l l i e s  o f  t h a i r  nummer'. The next day a 
depu ta t ion  from the town, headed by George Herbertson, communed w ith  
Boyd but he remained f i rm  in  h is  reso lve  and s ta te d  t h a t ,  i f  he d id  
not rece ive  a proper le e t  w i th  e ig h t  nominees, the o ld  b a i l i e s  
would be reappo in ted . Herbertson argued th a t  ' t h a i  ar nocht 
c o m p e l l i t  to  name ony certane nummer o f  aucht nor y i t  the auld 
b a i l l i e s  bot o n l ie  ane certane l y t i s  o f  the auld co u n s a le '.  An 
impasse having been reached, the depu ta t ion  re tu rned  to  t h e i r  
co lleagues and ' p r o t e s t i t  th a t  the prouest, b a i l l i e s  and auld 
counsale mycht name twa o f  the sa id  sax l y t i s  t h a m s e l f i s ' .  This was 
acco rd in g ly  done, by the provost (Robert Lord Boyd), Andrew B a i l l i e  
(one o f  the o ld  b a i l i e s )  and twelve named persons 'w i t h  w th e r is  d iue rs  
than p re s e n t ' .  Only W il l iam  Cunninghame, the o the r  o ld  b a i l ie ,  
expressed qualms but he agreed ' g i f  i t  may stand be law and aggre 
w i th  the d e c r e t ' .  215
A number o f  p o in ts  may be noted. The absence o f  the o ld  b a i l i e s  
from the le e t  concerned the archbishop but not the men in vo lve d ,
Andrew B a i l l i e  and W il l iam  Cunninghame, both o f  whom p a r t ic ip a te d  
in  the bu rgh 's  u n i la t e r a l  a c t io n .  Thus the ques tion  o f  power groups 
w i th in  the burgh can be discounted a t  t h i s  t im e . Secondly there  
was obv ious ly  a d i f fe re n c e  o f  op in ion  between the archbishop and 
h is  uncle Lord Boyd, the p rovos t,  whom i t  w i l l  be re c a l le d  was in  
e f f e c t  a nominee o f  Morton, c o n t r o l l in g  the burgh on b e h a lf  o f  
the regen t.  Boyd supported the burgh aga ins t the archb ishop, an 
example o f  the suggested a l l ia n c e  o f  in te r e s ts  between the crown 
(anxious to  c o n t ro l  the burgh, a t  the expense o f  the s u p e r io r  i f
98
need be) and the lead ing  burgesses (who s t i l l  des ired  a say in  the 
e le c t io n  o f  t h e i r  b a i l i e s )  which seems to  have e x is te d  a t t h is  t im e. 
L a s t ly ,  as has a lso  been suggested, the archbishop seems to  have 
been a l l  too aware th a t  h is  p o s i t io n  as s u p e r io r  was being eroded, 
c e r ta in ly  as regards h is  r i g h t  to  chose the p ro vo s t .  Consequently 
he was here t r y i n g ,  almost d esp e ra te ly ,  to  a sse r t  h is  a u th o r i t y  
over the e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s  fo r  exam ination o f  the decreet 
shows th a t  the a rchb ishop 's  demands were un founded.216 By the time 
o f  the next e le c t io n  the burgh must have been aware o f  t h i s  fa c t ,  
fo r  the archbishop was presented w i th  another le e t  o f  on ly  s ix  
names ' f o r  obedience o f  the d e c re i t  o b te n i t  be the la s t  bischop 
aganis the t o w n e ' . 217 On t h is  occasion the archbishop d id  not 
demur.
The removal o f  Robert Lord Boyd's in f lu e n c e  from the burgh and 
the advent o f  Lennox appears to  have a llowed the archbishop to  
asse r t  h is  independence as s u p e r io r ,  a t  le a s t  in  r e la t io n  to  the 
e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s . 218 This phenomenon may w e l l  have been 
caused in  p a r t  by the government's a n x ie ty  rega rd ing  the r is e  o f  
p resby te r ian ism . U n like  Lord Boyd, e a r l  Robert would wish to  
support the archbishop ra th e r  than d im in is h  h is  power a‘nd s ta tu s .
In  the th ree  e le c t io n s ,  1578-80, the le e t  was increased to  e ig h t  
and the o ld  b a i l i e s  were in c lud ed . No d is s e n t  was recorded u n t i l  
4 October 1580 when Mr Adam Wallace ( le e te d  but not appointed 
b a i l i e )  p ro tes te d  ' i n  name o f  the b a i l l i e s  counsale and townsch ip ' 
th a t  the in c lu s io n  o f  the o ld  b a i l i e s  on the le e ts  'be nocht 
p r e i u d i c i a l l  to  thame to  induce ony vse or p r a c t ik  o f  necess ite  
t h a i r o f  in  tyme c y m in g ' .219
A l l  in  a l l ,  archbishop Boyd was q u i te  success fu l in  r e s is t in g  
these a t ta c k s .  He was a lso  able to  emphasise h is  a u th o r i t y  over 
the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  when, in  October 1578,he in s is te d  on the 
appointment o f  Richard Todd as one o f  the burgh o f f i c e r s .  Todd 
had e a r l i e r  been an o f f i c e r  but in  1577 he was dismissed fo r  gross 
m a la d m in is t ra t io n .  C le a r ly  the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  d id  not want 
him and on h is  reappointment Mr Adam Wallace fo rm a l ly  p ro tes ted  th a t  
' th e  chesing o f  R iche r t  Tode, or ony wther o f f i c i a r e  a t  the re q u e is t
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o f  my lo rd e  archbischop o f  Glasgw, pre iuge nocht the l i b e r t i e  o f  
the to u n ' .  Despite  t h is  o b je c t io n  Todd, who c le a r l y  had f r ie n d s  
in  h igh p laces , continued as a burgh o f f i c e r ,  embarking on a career 
in  th a t  post which spanned the remainder o f  t h i s  p e r io d .220
However the powerlessness o f  both the archb ishop and the burgh
a d m in is t ra t io n  in  the face o f  crown in f lu e n c e ,  seen in  1578, was
emphasised in  1580. Robert, e a r l  o f  Lennox served two terms as
p rovos t,  from 1578 to  1580. By 1580 the k ing  had a new fa v o u r i te ,
Esme seigneur d 'Aubigny, nephew o f  e a r l  Robert. On 5 March 1580
Robert res igned h is  t i t l e  and rece ived in  exchange the earldom
o f  March. On the same day Esme became e a r l  o f  Lennox (and in
221August 1581 was created duke o f  Lennox). On 4 October 1580 
the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l  o f  Glasgow rece ived  the a rchb ishop 's  
'no m ina t ion ' ( in  which he c le a r l y  had l i t t l e  cho ice) o f  Esme as 
the bu rgh 's  new provost ' g l a i d l i e  w i th t  reuerance ' . 222 Compared 
to  the changes in  the membership o f  the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  
e f fe c te d  in  1578 when e a r l  Robert became p rovos t (which r e a l l y  
a f fe c te d  the c o u n c i l  o n ly ) ,  the changes th a t  were to  be made by 
e a r l  Esme were to  be fa r  more dram atic  in  t h e i r  scope and e f f e c t .
Lennox became provost on 4 October and on the same day th ree  
b a i l i e s  (George E lph ins tone , W il l ia m  Cunninghame and Robert Rowat) 
were appointed in  the usual way, th a t  i s  to  say by the archb ishop.
On 7 October the c o u n c i l  was e lec te d  and on the fo l lo w in g  day the 
water b a i l i e ,  the o f f i c e r s ,  the common p ro c u ra to r ,  the l i n e r s  and 
the keepers o f  the keys were chosen in  the normal fash io n .  However 
on 19 October Matthew Stewart o f  M into (p robab ly  in  h is  capa c ity  
as depute b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y ) 223 produced an ac t o f  the P r iv y  
Council n a r ra t in g  th a t  E lph ins tone , Cunninghame and Rowat, the 
b a i l i e s  appointed on 4 October, had dem itted  o f f i c e  'a t  the Kyngis 
grace re q u e is t  but p re iu d ic e  o f  e le c t io n  o f  the m a g is t ra t is  in  
tymes cuming' and had been rep laced by Robert S tew art,  Hector 
Stewart and John Graham (younger), w i th  the approva l o f  archbishop 
Boyd. This was announced in  the presence o f  ' th e  auld counsale 
o f  the y e i r  p re c e d in g ',  th a t  i s  the c o u n c i l  o f  1579-80, not the 
c o u n c i l  e lec te d  on 7 October. On the fo l lo w in g  day (20 October) a new
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c o u n c i l  was chosen and severa l men were d isp la ce d . U n like  1578, 
the th ree  d isp laced  b a i l i e s  d id  not o b ta in  c o u n c i l  sea ts . The 
o the r o f f i c i a l s  who had been appoin ted on 8 October were a lso  
changed. Of the o r ig in a l  appointees on ly  the water b a i l i e ,  the 
o f f i c e r s  (though not t h e i r  ca u t io n e rs )  and the common p rocu ra to r  
remained in  o f f i c e .  Furthermore the key p o s i t io n  o f  common 
c le rk  was a lso  a f fe c te d .  No e le c t io n  was conducted a t  the next 
Whitsun c o u r t ,  he ld on 16 May 1581, but one week la t e r  the then 
c le rk  (Mr Henry Gibson) was d isp laced  and A rch ib a ld  Hegate entered 
in  h is  p lace , not by due process o f  e le c t io n  but through the d i r e c t  
nomination o f  the e a r l  o f  Lennox, backed by the a u th o r i t y  o f  the 
k in g .225
Before commenting on the reasons fo r  these changes, and t h e i r  
consequences, i t  i s  use fu l to  put these events in to  pe rspe c t ive .
Very l i t t l e  i s  known about the immediate a fte rm a th  o f  the Reformation 
and i t s  e f fe c ts  on the a d m in is t ra t iv e  personnel o f  the burgh; 
however i t  would appear th a t  a t  no p o in t  were two se ts  o f  b a i l i e s  
ap p o in ted .226 S im i la r ly  a lthough the e x ta n t  m inutes do not cover 
the pe r iod  in  la te  1573 when Robert Lord Boyd ousted John Stewart 
o f  M into from the b a i l i e s h ip  o f  the r e g a l i t y  and the p rovos tsh ip  
o f  the burgh such evidence as the re  i s  suggests a s trong  degree 
o f  c o n t in u i t y .  Mr Henry Gibson was re ta in e d  in  the key p o s i t io n  o f  
common c le rk  w h ile  almost a l l  o f  the b a i l i e s  who had served w ith
Minto s ince  1565 continued as e i th e r  b a i l i e s  or c o u n c i l lo r s  under
0 7 7Boyd. The next major change in  regime occurred in  October 1578 
when Thomas Crawford o f  J o r d a n h i l l ,  Lord Boyd's nominee, was replaced 
by Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox bu t, as has been seen ,the  changes then
made were l im i te d  to  the c o u n c i l  and la rg e ly  reversed the
fo l lo w in g  y e a r . 228
However the double e le c t io n  o f  1580 was, in  i t s  comprehensive­
ness, unique in  t h i s  per iod  o f  Glasgow's development. I t  marked the 
f u l f i lm e n t  o f  crown p o l ic y  which had now c o n f id e n t ly  exerted i t s
w i l l  on the burgh a t the expense o f  those leaders  o f  the community
%
who were in im ic a l  to  e a r l  Esmes regime. A l l  they could do was en te r 
p ro te s ts  in  the minutes. On 20 October E lph ins tone  ob jected th a t
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' quhatsumevir th in g  be is  done in  chesyng o f  counsale or o f f i c i a r i s  
or any w th e r is  by thame e l l i s  chos in  and maid o f  b e fo i r  pre iuge 
nocht the l i b e r t i e  o f  the toun and a ls  . . .  f o r  h im s e l f  and in  name 
o f  the re s t  o f  the auld b a i l l i e s  p r o t e s t i t  a lsua th a t  t h e i r  new 
chesing pre iuge nocht thame becaus t h a i r  wer nocht r e q u y r i t  not s u t i t  
t h a i r t o ' .  229 E lph instone and h is  co l leagues had obv ious ly  been 
unimpressed by the crown's assurance th a t  they ( the  ousted b a i l i e s )  
had in  the past ' behav it  th a m e s e l f f is  h o n e s t l ie  and done gude and 
t h a n k fu l l  se rv ic e  to  h is  M a ies t ie  . . .  and the wele o f  the sa id  
c i t i e ' . 230
What la y  behind the purge o f  October 1580? Broadly speaking 
the issues were the same as those which had been behind the events 
o f  1578 (a fa c t  confirmed by the c o r r e la t io n  between the men favoured 
by both Lennoxes and those whom the Lennoxes d is p la c e d ) .251 Just as 
e a r l  Robert had been susp ic ious o f  Boyd's men so too was e a r l  Esme 
because o f  Boyd's connection w ith  Morton. At c o u r t  Esme provided 
a fo c a l  p o in t  fo r  those nobles who had a lready  t r i e d  to  oust 
Morton in  1578. In June 1580 Esme was adm itted  to  the P r ivy  
C ounc i l where he soon assumed a dominant p o s i t io n  a t  the expense o f  
Morton whose regime the young k in g ,  now in  h is  m id-teens, had 
been f in d in g  in c re a s in g ly  irksome. Esme on the o the r  hand had the 
t r u s t  and a f fe c t io n  o f  the k ing  and was able to  have Morton a r re s ted  
in  December fo r  h is  p a r t  in  the murder o f  Darn ley; Morton was 
executed in  June 1581. 252 I t  was n a tu ra l  th e re fo re  th a t  when 
Esme became provost o f  Glasgow he should seek to  pre-empt any 
lo c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  which might a r is e  through h is  p rosecu tion  o f  
Morton by removing o f f i c i a l s  who might prove troublesome through 
t h e i r  a s s o c ia t io n  w ith  the Morton-Boyd regime. S ig n i f i c a n t l y  
none o f  the men removed had f i r s t  ob ta ined o f f i c e  under e a r l  Robert: 
a l l  had been in h e r i te d  from e i th e r  Boyd or from h is  protege,
Crawford.
Since 1578 the crown and the church had been view ing each o ther 
w i th  growing d i s t r u s t .  The a r r i v a l  o f  Esme from France d id  no th ing  
to  reassure the p resby te r ians  who regarded him, desp ite  h is  apparent 
convers ion to  P ro tes tan t ism , as a C a t h o l i c . 235 How devout Esme
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a c tu a l ly  was i s  open to  con jec tu re  but he appears to  have been 
almost fo rced  in to  a C a th o l ic  p o s i t io n  by the accusa tions  o f  the 
p re s b y te r ia n s .  C e r ta in ly  he had no sympathies w i th  t h e i r  a s p i ra t io n s  
and in s tea d  fo llow ed  the e p iscopa lia n  p o l ic y  adopted by Morton.
Thus the purge o f  the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  undertaken in  Glasgow on. 
h is  a r r i v a l  may a lso  be regarded as an a ttem pt on h is  p a r t  to  secure 
the support o f  moderate P ro tes tan ts ,  who m ight be amenable to  
episcopacy, and c ry p to -C a th o l ic s  aga ins t those le ad ing  burgesses 
l i k e l y  to  espouse the p re sb y te r ia n  cause.
C e r ta in ly  some o f  the men whom he favoured were sympathetic  to
the o ld  f a i t h .  John Graham, e ld e r ,  one o f  Esme's appoin tees, was
probably the same John Graham whose ass is tance  to  the F r ia r s  Preachers
o f  Glasgow in  the post Reformation pe r iod  was fo rm a l ly  acknowledged
by those men when they conveyed seve ra l pa rce ls  o f  t h e i r  former
p rope rty  to  him in  November 1560. Whether or not he re ta in e d  h is
a l le g ia n c e  to  C a tho lic ism , he had reasons to  d i s l i k e  Andrew M e lv i l l e
and by im p l ic a t io n  a l l  he and h is  supporte rs  stood fo r  because he
had been fo rced by M e lv i l l e  (w h i le  he was p r in c ip a l  o f  the u n iv e r s i t y )
234to  g ive  up these lands to  the c o l le g e .  However i f  the re  i s  some
doubt about John Graham the same does not app ly to  A rch iba ld  Hegate,
the new c le r k ,  and Gavin Graham both o f  whom were conv ic ted  o f
235harbouring  J e s u i ts  in  1588. Hegate was again excommunicated by 
the p resby te ry  in  1592 as an ' intercommuner w i th  P a p is ts 1,236 and 
h is  fe e l in g s  towards the new regime were c le a r l y  expressed when 
he wrote in  h is  p ro to c o l book o f  'monstruous Luther and C a lv in  w ith  
a l l  t h a i r  d i s c i p i l l i s 1 as being ^ o r th e e  o f  deth as fu r io u s  w o l f is  
and b a r is  c led  in  lambis s k in n is 1.237 His fa th e r ,  W il la im  Hegate, 
was o f  a s im i la r  persuasion and was th rea tened w i th  excommunication 
by the k i r k  session in  1586 fo r  s landerous comments made about the 
m in is te rs .238 L a s t ly ,  Convell S t ru th e rs ,  another Lennox man, was 
conv ic ted  by the presby te ry  in  1593 fo r  having commented, ^ o d  g ive 
ws grace to  l e i f  na wtherwise nor the waye King James the f y f t  d e i t  
i n 1. 23?
The e f fe c ts  o f  e a r l  Esme^ purge o f  the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l  
were m an ifo ld .  The events o f  October 1580 saw the e c l ip s e  o f  the
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a rchb ishop 's  a u th o r i t y  as s u p e r io r .  He had n e i th e r  appointed 
the p rovos t nor the new b a i l i e s .  S im i la r l y  any hopes which the 
burgesses had had th a t  they might ob ta in  a g re a te r  say in  the 
e le c t io n  o f  the bu rgh 's  b a i l i e s  were, fo r  the t im e being, thwarted. 
More im p o r ta n t ly ,  the double se t o f  'e le c t io n s '  marked the end o f  the 
apparent r e c o n c i l i a t io n  which e a r l  Robert had e f fe c te d  in  1579.
Esme opened the wounds anew and s p l i t  the e s ta b l is h e d  burgh 
o l ig a rc h y  in to  two fa c t io n s .  240
For convenience the m agistracy and c o u n c i l  o f  1580-81 may be 
termed the Lennox fa c t io n ,  men who were expected to  be amenable 
to  e a r l  Esme's p o l ic ie s .  Several had served under h is  predecessor 
e a r l  Robert and a few had p o l i t i c a l  careers  which s tre tch e d  back to  
the time o f  Robert Lord Boyd. S ig n i f i c a n t l y  a lmost 50?o o f  these men 
were new to  burgh p o l i t i c s ,  a fa c t  which un d e r l in e s  how Esme, in  
h is  des ire  to  ob ta in  a sym pathetic c o u n c i l ,  was prepared to  break 
the power o f  the e x is t in g  burgh o l ig a rc h y .  The need to  ob ta in  support 
may e x p la in  the s l i g h t  increase in  c r a f t  re p re s e n ta t io n  on the c o u n c i l  
which i s  no tab le  from 1580-81 onwards, a lthough i t  must be conceded 
th a t  t h is  increase may be more apparent than re a l  because the 
occupations o f  severa l c o u n c i l lo r s  remain u n id e n t i f ie d . * 241 C e r ta in ly  
the s ize  o f  the c o u n c i l  increased m a rg in a l ly ,242 but the c le a re s t  
ins tance  o f  the Lennox regime c o u r t in g  support occurred in  Ju ly  1581 
when the unpopular t h i r la g e  le g is l a t i o n  in troduced  under Lord Boyd 
(whose ro le  in  the t h i r la g e  ac ts  was s p e c i f i c a l l y  mentioned) was 
fo rm a l ly  re s c in d e d .243 Furthermore, in  an e f f o r t  perhaps to  r e ta in  
an a i r  o f  le g i t im a c y ,  severa l men o f  what m ight be termed a middle 
p a r ty  were kept in  o f f i c e .  These in d iv id u a ls  were among the 
e s ta b l ish e d  leaders o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  and inc luded  severa l who 
were prominent in  the ' in n e r  group' which dominated h igh o f f i c e  in  the 
burgh du r ing  the 1570s and 1580s. 244 They were acceptab le to  every 
regime o f  t h i s  per iod  in c lu d in g  Esme's a d m in is t ra t io n  and the 
p re sb y te r ia n  a d m in is t ra t io n  which rep laced i t  in  1582. Thus 
Robert S tewart, one o f  the m iddle p a r ty ,  served both regimes 
as a b a i l i e .  The middle pa r ty  probably comprised moderate 
P ro tes tan ts  who viewed the e p iscopa lia n  p o l ic ie s  o f  Lennox
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and the p re s b y te r ia n  op p o s it io n  to  him w i th  a degree o f  in d i f fe re n c e .
So long as n e i th e r  fa c t io n  drove i t s  p o l ic ie s  home to  excess, so long 
as t h e i r  l i v e l ih o o d  and s ta tu s  remained secu re .they  were s a t i s f ie d .
The men whom e a r l  Esme d isp la ced , the th re e  b a i l i e s  (W il l ia m  
Cunninghame, George E lph ins tone and Robert Rowat) and ten c o u n c i l lo r s ,  
were removed fo r  t h e i r  s trong  a s s o c ia t io n s  w i th  the Morton-Boyd regime 
and t h e i r  suspected p re sb y te r ia n  sympathies. In  f a c t  i t  i s  probable 
th a t  t h e i r  p re s b y te r ia n  sympathies were c rea ted by Esme's clumsy 
a c t io n  and th a t  i n i t i a l l y  t h e i r  views were ak in  to  those o f  the 
middle p a r ty .  A f te r  a l l ,  Morton had supported the bishops w h ile  
Boyd out o f  a s im i la r  s e l f  in te r e s t  ( the  p r o f i t s  l i a b l e  to  accrue 
from n e p o t i s t i c  and s im on iaca l pacts w i th  sym pathetic  b ishops) 245 
fo llow ed  the lead o f  h is  pa tron . I t  was on ly  a f t e r  M orton 's  death 
th a t  Boyd embraced p resby te r ian ism  by supp o rt ing  the Ruthven r a id .  2Z*6 
I t  i s  l i k e l y  th a t  the p o l i t i c i s a t i o n  o f  the men d isp laced  by Lennox 
fo llow ed  a s im i la r  course. At f i r s t  they had l i t t l e  in  common save 
a sense o f  gr ievance a r is in g  from t h e i r  trea tm en t in  October 1580. 
However, Esme e f f e c t i v e l y  crea ted the nucleus o f  an o p p o s it io n  
group which, even i f  i t  d id  not f u l l y  support the p re s b y te r ia n s ' 
p o l ic ie s ,  came to  i d e n t i f y  w ith  t h e i r  o p p o s it io n  to  Lennox and 
to  h is  nominee to  the a rch b is h o p r ic  Mr Robert Montgomery who, in  
1581, succeeded James Boyd. For convenience these men w i l l  be 
s ty le d  the p re s b y te r ia n  fa c t io n .  Some were probably  committed to  
the d o c t r in e  o f  'two kingdoms', but f o r  the m a jo r i ty  p resby te r ian ism  
was a cause to  be supported as a means to  an end, namely t h e i r  
re tu rn  to  o f f i c e .  Nonetheless i t  i s  noteworthy th a t  many are found 
as k i r k  session members a f te r  November 1583 ( the  session records before 
then do not s u rv iv e )  whereas com para t ive ly  few o f  t h e i r  opposite  
numbers o f  the Lennox fa c t io n  appeared on th a t  body .2Z|7
I t  i s  poss ib le  to  de tec t the f i r s t  s igns o f  re s is ta n ce  to  the 
Lennox regime a t the Whitsun e le c t io n s  o f  16 May 1581. As the 
t re a s u re rs h ip  always changed hands, the p o l i t i c a l  ou t look  o f  W il l iam  
Symmer, the new t re a s u re r ,  can not be determ ined. However i t  i s  
s ig n i f i c a n t  th a t  Gavin Graham, who had been master o f  work s ince 1579 
and can be id e n t i f i e d  as a prominent member o f  the Lennox fa c t io n ,
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f a i l e d  to  be re -e le c te d  to  t h i s  post in  May 1581. Instead i t  went 
to  Matthew W ilson, one o f  the c o u n c i l lo r s  removed by Lennox in  
October 1580. Whereas the Michaelmas appointments were e a s i ly  
sub jec ted  to  the p ro v o s t 's  w i l l  because o f  the na ture  o f  the s e t t ,  
the Whitsun e le c t io n s  appear to  have in v o lv e d  the community o f  
burgesses and were thus le ss  open to  m a n ip u la t ion .  W ilson 's  e le c t io n  
may th e re fo re  r e f l e c t  the beg inn ings o f  re s is ta n c e  to  the Lennox 
regime. This may a lso  e xp la in  why Lennox d id  not r i s k  an e le c t io n  
fo r  the key post o f  c le rk  and in s te a d ,  as a lready  noted, appointed 
A rch iba ld  Hegate by d i r e c t  nomination to  th a t  o f f i c e  one week 
l a t e r . 248
However, so fa r  as can be judged, the re  was no fu r th e r  o p p o s it io n  
to  Lennox du r ing  t h i s  year. This fa c t  and the apparent r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  
Matthew Stewart o f  Minto who had (w ith  h is  fa th e r ,  S i r  John Stewart 
o f  M into) been a c t in g  as depute b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y  fo r  the 
Lennox fa m i ly  s ince  1578, seem to  have encouraged e a r l  Esme to  hand 
over the p rovos tsh ip  to  the younger Minto in  October 1581.2^ 9 The 
Michaelmas e le c t io n s  were conducted in  the normal fash ion . Leets 
were presented to  archbishop Montgomery who chose the new b a i l i e s  who 
then, w i th  the o ld  b a i l i e s ,  chose the c o u n c i l .  There Was a cons ide rab le  
degree o f  c o n t in u i t y  in  the appointments r e f l e c t i n g  the maintenance o f  
the Lennox f a c t i o n 's  s trong  g r ip  on the a d m in is t ra t io n .  However the re  
were a lready in d ic a t io n s  o f  a problem which was to  become a dominant 
issue in  both n a t io n a l  and lo c a l  p o l i t i c s .  250
Archbishop Boyd had d ied in  June 1581 251 and the k ing  had 
g i f t e d  the see to  Mr Robert Montgomery, m in is te r  o f  S t i r l i n g ,  in  
August w h ile  in  Glasgow.252 I t  was w ide ly  be l ie ved  th a t  Montgomery, 
a former supporte r  o f  the a n t i -e p is c o p a l  p a r ty ,  had entered in to  a 
s im on iaca l pact w i th  Esme, now duke o f  Lennox, whereby as soon as 
he was e lec ted  and consecrated 'he should dispone the lands, lo rd s h ip s  
and whatsoever belonged to  th a t  p re la cy  to  the duke and h is  h e irs  
fo r  the y e a r ly  payment o f  one thousand pounds Scots . . .  a v i l e  
barga in  i t  w a s ' .255 He thus p e rs o n if ie d  to  the p re s y te r ia n s  
eve ry th in g  th a t  was wrong w ith  crown in te r fe re n c e  in  church a f f a i r s .
The crown, in  a n t ic ip a t io n  o f  t ro u b le ,  fo rm a l ly  wrote to  the Glasgow
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m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  a t  the October e le c t io n s  re q u i r in g  them to
'acknowlege and recognosce and vse h is  Hienes t r u s t y
and w e i lb e lo u i t  Robert now bischop o f  Glasgow nocht
o n l ie  in  p resen ting  o f  the l y t i s  [ o f  the b a i l i e s ]
to  him fo r  h is  e le c t io u n  and admissioun . . .  bot
c
alswa in  a l l  o the r  t h in g is  corjjsrning t h a i r  d e w it ie  
to  the bischop as t h a i  wald answer to  h is  hienes 
vpon t h a i r  obedience . . .  as to  him to  quhome our 
souera ine lo rd  had c o n f e r r i t  and g i f i n  the sa id  
a rc h b is c h o p r ik ' .
They responded ' t h a t  w i th  t h a i r  h a r t  t h a i  wald accept and obey the 
sa id  l e t t i r  in  a l l  p o y n t i s ' .
One s i m i l a r i t y  w ith  the 1570s was a lready  apparent: even 
assuming th a t  Lennox and Montgomery had not come to  a f in a n c ia l  
understand ing , the choice o f  Matthew Stewart o f  M into as provost 
la y  not w i th  the new archbishop but w i th  the crown and Lennox. M in to , 
as subsequent events were to  show was no t ,  however, an id e a l  choice 
from Lennox's p o in t  o f  view. Indeed Lennox may w e l l  have been 
susp ic ious  o f  h is  t ru e  lean ings  fo r  a lthough M into was' depute 
b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y ,  he was one o f  the c o u n c i l lo r s  whom Lennox 
had d isp laced  in  October 1580. When Lennox had a change o f  hea rt  
and appointed him provost in  1581 he can not have foreseen th a t ,  one 
year l a t e r ,  M into would lead the p re s b y te r ia n  fa c t io n  in  the burgh 
to  power. Yet examination o f  the c o u n c i l  appoin ted in  October 1581 
shows th a t ,  a lthough the Lennox fa c t io n  was s t i l l  very much in  
c o n t r o l ,  c e r ta in  prominent men who had been d isp laced  by Esme 
obta ined sea ts , most no tab ly  W il l ia m  Cunninghame (one o f  the deposed 
b a i l i e s )  and Mr Henry Gibson ( the  former common c le r k ) .  For the 
moment, however, M into, an as tu te  p o l i t i c i a n ,  remained lo y a l  to  
h is  powerfu l pa tron .
The con trove rsy  regard ing  Montgomery's appointment to  the see 
became m an ifes t a t  the General Assembly of 17 October 1581 which
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ordered him to  remain a t 
S t i r l i n g  and not to  attempt to  en te r  the b is h o p r ic  on pa in  o f  
excommunication. 255
However Montgomery, supported by the crown and Lennox, forced 
the issue . In  March 1582 he attempted to  en te r  the h igh k i r k  and 
remove the m in is te r ,  Mr David Wemyss, who was then preach ing . On 
t h i s  occasion a d is tu rbance  was prevented by p rovos t M into who
95 6re s tra in e d  the archb ishop. The fo l lo w in g  month he t r i e d  again but
was opposed by the s tudents  led  by Mr Thomas Smeaton, t h e i r  
p r in c ip a l ,  and Mr Andrew Hay, t h e i r  r e c to r ,  toge the r  w i th  a group 
o f  sympathatic  gen try  and burgesses, among them W il l ia m  Cunninghame, 
' a l l  bodin in  f e i r  o f  w e ir  w i th  ja k k is ,  s t e i l b o n e t t i s , h a g b u t t is ,  
p i s t o l e t t i s ' .  Nonetheless he obta ined e n t ry ,  removed Wemyss and
957gave h is  sermon. The lo c a l  p resby te ry  and the General Assembly,
a f te r  some a ttem pts a t  n e g o t ia t io n s  w i th  Montgomery, found him
in t r a c ta b le  and came to  the conc lus ion  th a t  excommunication o f  the
258pretended archbishop was the on ly  course l e f t  open to  them.
The crown, on the o the r  hand, was s t i l l  anxious to  o b ta in  h is  
e le c t io n  and consec ra t ion , but the c a th e d ra l chap ter (which had been 
re c o n s t i tu te d  in  1572 and was now comprised o f  men o f  the reformed 
f a i t h  in c lu d in g  lead ing  opponents o f  Montgomery such as Smeaton 
and Hay) re fused and was summoned before  the P r iv y  Council fo r  
i t s  r e c a lc i t r a n c e . 259
M atte rs  came to  a head lo c a l l y  on 8 June when the m ag is tra tes  
and c o u n c i l ,  a c t in g  on the in s t r u c t io n s  o f  the crown, broke up a 
meeting o f  the Glasgow p resby te ry  which had been convened fo r  the 
purpose o f  excommunicating archbishop Montgomery. Mr John Howeson, 
moderator, was assau lted  and warded in  the to lb o o th .  This
960provoked the s tudents  who r io te d .
The burgh act book re fe rs  to  t h i s  in c id e n t  e ig h t  days la t e r  when 
i t  records th a t  a l e t t e r  had been rece ived  from Lennox 'as ane 
s u f f i c ie n te  warrande to  the b a i l l i e s  and towne to  r e s is te  the 
v io lence  and bos t ing  o f  the c o l leg e  incace th a i  in cu re  ony ska ithe  
be the toun throw t h a i r  awin o c c a t io u n '.  A cons ide rab le  space was
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l e f t  in  the ac t book fo r  the engrossing o f  the l e t t e r  but t h i s  was 
never done. However the ' te n o u r '  o f  the duke 's  l e t t e r  was recorded: 
the k in g ,  w i th  regard to  the recent d is tu rbances  'be the c o l l e i g i s  
mouit be the m in is te r i s ' ,  had ordered the c o l le g e  'noch t to  do the 
lyke  o f  i t  agane' under pain o f  d isobedience and had en jo ined  the 
m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  to  keep the peace. They fo r  t h e i r  p a r t ,  w i th  
the advice o f  the c r a f t  deacons,agreed th a t  the burgesses who had 
taken up arms aga ins t t h e i r  a u th o r i t y  were to  be summoned to  a ttend  
the burgh c o u r t  on 19 June, an in ju n c t io n  which shows th a t  the 
p re s b y te r ia n  o p p o s it io n  had not been con fined  to  the s tuden ts .  
T y p ic a l ly  the minutes are s i l e n t  as to  what t ra n s p ire d  on th a t  date 
or th e r e a f te r .  They a lso  make no mention o f  the fa c t  th a t  the 
m ag is tra tes  and seve ra l c o u n c i l lo r s  were summoned be fo re  the General 
Assembly to  answer f o r  t h e i r  a t ta cks  on the p resby te ry  and the 
s tuden ts .  261
By the time th a t  the General Assembly d e a lt  w i th  t h e i r  case there  
was a t h i r d  charge to  answer. S h o r t ly  a f t e r  the v io le n t  events in  
June, archbishop Montgomery had been excommunicated262 but desp ite  
t h i s  seve ra l o f  the Glasgow men had continued to  conso rt  w i th  him.
The men accused on a l l  these p o in ts  were the leaders  o f * th e  
Lennox fa c t io n :  p rovost M in to , b a i l i e s  Campbell and Graham (bu t 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  not Robert Stewart who belonged to  the m iddle p a r ty ) ,  
A rch iba ld  Hegate ( the  common c le rk )  and c o u n c i l lo r s  Gavin Graham,
John Graham e ld e r ,  W il l ia m  Hegate, John M u ir ,  Hector S tewart and 
Malcolm S tewart. Proceedings began on 27 June and i t  was agreed 
th a t  they should be excommunicated. However pronouncement o f  sentence 
was delayed because the Assembly hoped th a t  the crown would drop the 
proceedings ra ised  aga ins t the Glasgow 'b re th re n '  and o the rs  fo r  
t h e i r  p a r t  in  Montgomery's excommunication.263 Then in  August 1582 
the re  occurred the re v o lu t io n  known as the Ruthven r a id .  The e a r ls  o f  
Mar and Gowrie seized the k ing  and compelled Lennox to  f le e  to  the 
west and, f i n a l l y ,  France (where he died in  May 1583).26Zl The Ruthven 
lo rd s  were sympathetic to  the p resby te r ian s  and they fo r  t h e i r  pa r t  
endorsed the lo rd s '  a c t io n  a t  a General Assembly held in  October.265 
Archbishop Montgomery's p o s i t io n  was now im poss ib le  and the Glasgow 
Lennox p a r ty  could no longer count on the P r iv y  Council to  p ro te c t
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them from the wrath o f  the p re s b y te r ia n s .
The a s tu te  M into was however able to  d is a s s o c ia te  h im s e l f  from 
h is  Lennox co l leagues . He appears to  have been lo y a l  to  Lennox so 
long as th a t  noble had been able to  support him. The event which 
almost c e r ta in l y  decided him in  h is  reso lve  to  q u i t  h is  a l le g ia n c e  
(over and above the d i f f i c u l t i e s  h is  l o y a l t y  to  Lennox and Montgomery 
had brought him to  w i th  regard to  the General Assembly) occurred 
in  Ju ly  1582 when he and o thers  ( in c lu d in g  George E lph ins tone , one 
o f  the b a i l i e s  whom Lennox had deposed in  1580) were ordered to  
pay t h e i r  re n ts  owing to  archbishop Montgomery on pain o f  being 
warded a t Inverness c a s t l e . 266 By the time o f  the re v o lu t io n  o f  
August 1582 he must have been eager to  embrace the p re s b y te r ia n  cause. 
His change o f  a l le g ia n ce  was f a c i l i t a t e d  by the fa c t  th a t  h is  h a l f -  
b ro th e r ,  W alter S tew art,  commendator o f  B la n ty re ,  was favoured by the 
Ruthven lo rd s  and la t e r  became a p r iv y  c o u n c i l lo r  du r in g  t h e i r  
reg im e. 267
Thus he was able to  r e ta in  the p ro v o s ts h ip ,  and the m agistracy 
and c o u n c i l  which was appointed in  October 1582 shows the leng ths  
to  which he was prepared to  go in  order to  c o u r t  favour -with the 
p resby te r ian s  and hence the Ruthven government.
On 2 October the o ld  c o u n c i l ,  s t i l l  dominated by men o f  the 
Lennox fa c t io n ,  prepared the le e ts  f o r  the b a i l i e s h ip s .  As the 
archbishop was not a t the c a s t le  i t  proceeded to  e le c t  John Graham 
e ld e r ,  Hector S tewart and Mr Adam Wallace as b a i l i e s .  Nonetheless 
on the next day Graham and Stewart appeared before  the Lennox c o u n c i l  
and asked to  be re l ie v e d  o f  o f f i c e .  What had happened was made c le a r  
when Graham p ro tes ted  th a t  ' th e  q u h i lk  he haide a t  the re q u e is t  o f  
S i r  Mathow Stewarde o f  M ynto '. M into then, w i th  the advice o f  h is  
b ro the r  W alter Stewart 'd i r e c t  from the K in g is  M a ie s t ie '  ( th a t  i s ,  
the Ruthven lo rd s )  presented a commission fo r  the e le c t io n  o f  
W il l ia m  Cunninghame, Robert Stewart and Mr Adam Wallace. Thus Wallace, 
who had not been invo lved  in  the t ro u b le s  o f  the preceding summer, 
su rv ived  but John Graham and Hector S tew art,  whose cases before  the 
General Assembly were s t i l l  pending, were d ism issed. Jus t as e a r l
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Esm£ had purged the sen io r  o f f i c i a l s ,  the p re s b y te r ia n  fa c t io n  which 
was now in  the ascendant adopted the same approach. The two d isp laced 
b a i l i e s  entered a fo rm al p ro te s t  on 4 October th a t  'na th in g  done h e i r  
sould pre iuge thame in  nominatioun o f  b a i l l i e s  becaus thee maiste 
pa r te  o f  the p l u r a l i t e  was wyth theme in  w o t in g ' .  Even t h e i r  
replacements were concerned fo r  i t  was c le a r  to  a l l  t h a t ,  questions 
o f  'p a r t y '  a p a r t ,  the l i b e r t i e s  o f  the burgh were being s te a d i ly  
eroded by the in te r fe re n c e  o f  successive c o u r t  fa c t io n s .  Thus 
Cunninghame and Wallace a lso  p ro tes ted  ' i n  name and beha lfe  o f  the 
h a i l l  toun ' th a t  these ac t ion s  should not be p r e ju d ic i a l  to  the 
bu rgh 's  'a u ld  anc ien t l i b e r t i e ' , 268 E v id e n t ly ,  whatever fe e l in g s  
the burgesses had p re v io u s ly  had regard ing  the a rchb ishop 's  c o n t ro l  
over the appointment o f  the b a i l i e s ,  the re  was a growing awareness 
th a t  the burgh was impotent in  the face o f  crown invo lvem ent. 
Archbishop Montgomery, now an excommunicant, p o l i t i c a l l y  and 
s o c ia l l y  is o la te d ,  played no p a r t  whatsoever in  these events.
M into d id  not s top w ith  the b a i l i e s .  The new c o u n c i l  was 
e lec ted  on 4 October and the tu rnove r  in  membership in  t h i s  e le c t io n  
surpassed a l l  o the r  e le c t io n s  in  t h i s  p e r io d ,  in c lu d in g  the purge 
e f fe c te d  by Esme in  October 1580. Whereas Lennox d isp laced  th ree  
b a i l i e s  and ten c o u n c i l lo r s ,  Minto removed two b a i l i e s  and seventeen 
c o u n c i l lo r s .  In  fa c t  the double e le c t io n s  o f  1580 make Lennox's 
a c t io n  appear more extreme than i t  a c tu a l ly  was fo r  he re ta in e d  63% 
o f  the f i r s t  c o u n c i l  in  sen io r  posts . Only 37% o f  the 1581-82 
c o u n c i l  su rv ived  the 1582 e le c t io n .269 The Lennox fa c t io n  was now 
deposed and had been replaced by the p re s b y te r ia n  fa c t io n  which 
was comprised o f  two groups o f  men: those whom Lennox had removed 
in  1580 and new appoin tees. The former in c luded  seve ra l very 
prominent burgesses who, l i k e  the middle p a r ty ,  dominated the 
magistracy and c o u n c i l  du r ing  the 1570s and 1580s. Thus in  one 
respect the coup o f  1582 saw a re tu rn  to  the s ta tu s  quo, a 
re c o n s t ru c t io n  o f  the r u l in g  o l ig a rc h y  o f  the Boyd p e r io d .  These 
men seem to  have used the a s p i ra t io n s  o f  the p resby te r ian s  to  
rega in  t h e i r  p o s i t io n ,  a lthough some were probably  genuine ly  
committed to  the p re sb y te r ia n  cause. The new appointees show how 
fa r  M into was determined to  e s ta b l is h  h is  c r e d i b i l i t y  w i th  the
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General Assembly fo r  they inc luded  in  t h e i r  number Mr Andrew Hay 
and Mr Thomas Smeaton, the re c to r  and p r in c ip a l  o f  the c o l le g e ,
who had led  the o p p o s it io n  to  archbishop Montgomery e a r l i e r  in  the
270year and who were a lso  prominent on the General Assembly.
I t  on ly  remained fo r  Minto to  make h is  peace w i th  the Assembly 
and t h i s  he d id  by s h i f t i n g  the blame fo r  the a t ta c k s  on the 
p resby te ry  and the s tudents  onto h is  former co l leagues , the Lennox 
fa c t io n  men, a l l  o f  whom had been removed from the c o u n c i l  on 4 
October. On 9 October the Assembly met a t  Edinburgh and the 
g u i l t  fo r  the events o f  June was la rg e ly  borne by Gavin Graham who, 
desp ite  h is  d e n ia ls ,  was held respons ib le  ' f o r  the counsel g iven to  the 
l a i r d  o f  M into in  the v io len ce  used aga ins t  Mr John Howesone'. M into 
appeared p e rs o n a l ly  and agreed to  submit to  the k i r k .  Both h is  case 
and the case aga ins t John Graham e ld e r  were re fe r re d  to  the lo c a l  
p resby te ry  fo r  punishment and in  the case o f  M into a t  le a s t  i t  
seems th a t  he was not excommunicated, as he continued to  ac t as p rovos t.  
A l l  the o the rs  who had been invo lved  in  the events o f  June were 
sentenced to  be excommunicated in  the h igh  k i r k  o f  Glasgow by Mr 
David Wemyss and were ' t o  s a t i s f i e  the in iu n c t io u n s  u s i t  aga ins t 
m urtherers , incestuous persons . . .  be fore  they be a b s o lu i t ' .  271 
A rch iba ld  Hegate, the common c le r k ,  appears to  have been absolved 
(assuming he was ever in  fa c t  excommunicated) because the re  i s  no 
in d ic a t io n  th a t  he lo s t  h is  o f f i c e .  Hegate 's re te n t io n  i s  in  
i t s e l f  s ig n i f i c a n t  fo r  he undoubtedly was a lead ing  Lennox supporte r 
and a c ry p to -C a th o l ic .  His s u r v iv a l  may be accounted fo r  by the 
fa c t  th a t  the c le rk  was not chosen by the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  
a t  Michaelmas but by the whole community o f  burgesses a t  the Whitsun 
peram bula tion. Only e a r l  Esme, in  1581, had ignored t h i s  process.
Minto and h is  co lleagues d id  not and a t  Whitsun 1583 Hegate was re ­
e lec ted  from a le e t  o f  th ree  by the burgesses, which would suggest 
th a t  the re  was s t i l l  support fo r  the Lennox cause, or a t  le a s t  some 
o p p o s it io n  to  the p re s b y te r ia n s ,  from the w ider community.
The p re s b y te r ia n  hegemony was s h o r t - l i v e d ,  both a t the n a t io n a l 
le v e l  and in  lo c a l  a f f a i r s .  In  June 1583 the k ing  escaped from the 
Ruthven lo rd s  and a new government was formed headed by James Stewart,
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e a r l  o f  A rran . At f i r s t  the new regime moved s lo w ly ,  avo id ing  
a f u l l  c o n f ro n ta t io n  w i th  the church over the Montgomery issue .
Indeed i t  s e t t le d  a long s tand ing  gr ievance o f  the General Assembly 
by fo rc in g  the archb ishop to  s e t t l e  the s t ip e n d  o f  S t i r l i n g  pa r ish  
not on h is  son but on h is  successor in  the p a r is h .272 The archbishop 
remained in  the p o l i t i c a l  w i lde rness  and fo r  the second successive 
year the p rovos t o f  Glasgow was appoin ted by the group then uppermost 
a t  c o u r t  w i th o u t  re fe rence  to  Montgomery. M into was removed from o f f i c e  
and rep laced by John Graham e a r l  o f  Montrose. 273
As to  c o n t in u i t y ,  the th ree  b a i l i e s  (Cunninghame, Wallace and 
Robert S tewart)  remained as b a i l i e s  and twe lve  c o u n c i l lo r s  were 
re ta in e d  re p re s e n t in g  58% o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  which had served 
M into . More s i g n i f i c a n t l y  a sm all number o f  Lennox men re tu rned  
w h ile  among those removed were the more extreme p re s b y te r ia n s ,
Mr Andrew Hay and Mr Thomas Smeaton. In  terms o f  the 'p a r t i e s ' ,  
the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  1583-84 represented a balance between middle 
p a r ty  men ( the  moderate P ro te s ta n ts  who had not become em broiled 
in  the excesses o f  the preceding pe r io d )  and the moderates o f  the 
Lennox and p re s b y te r ia n  pressure groups. The extreme members o f  
the two fa c t io n s  had now been d is p la c e d .274
The crown's  p o l ic y  now envisaged the re tu rn  to  power o f  the 
Lennox in te r e s t  in  the person o f  the n ine year o ld  Ludovick, son 
o f  Esme, who became duke in  Ju ly  1583. 275 In  December 1583 Montrose 
res igned the b a i l i e s h ip  in to  the hands o f  duke Ludovick and h is  
guard ian and grand-unc le  Robert e a r l  o f  March ( the  former e a r l  o f  
Lennox). 276
Although archbishop Montgomery's excommunication had almost
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im mediate ly been dec lared n u l l  by the P r iv y  Council ( in  Ju ly  1582) 
he had remained in  the eyes o f  a l l  a s o c ia l  o u tc a s t ,  p a r t i c u la r l y  
du r ing  the ru le  o f  the Ruthven lo rd s .  When Ludovick became duke 
o f  Lennox in  Ju ly  1583 he had obta ined c o n t ro l  o f  the f r u i t s  o f  
the te m p o ra l i t ie s  o f  the see,278 thus e f fe c t in g  the aims o f  the supposed 
s im on iaca l pact which Montgomery and L u d ov ick 's  fa th e r  had concluded 
in  1580. The archbishop was now even more o f  a p o l i t i c a l  embarrassment, 
having o u t la s te d  h is  use fu lness . Nonetheless the crown could ha rd ly
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remove him s ince  the Arran regime, l i k e  th a t  o f  Lennox, remained 
committed to  the maintenance o f  ep iscopacy. Thus the Black Acts 
o f  May 1584 which banned unauthorised k i r k  assemblies and confirmed 
the crown’ s c o n t ro l  o f  the church through i t s  b ishops, a lso  inc luded  
a fo rm al annulment o f  Montgomery's excommunication. 279 In  J u ly  the 
k ing  wrote to  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  o f  Glasgow announcing th a t  
Montgomery had been ' r e p o n i t  to  h is  former e s t a i t '  and o rd e r in g  
them to  a s s is t  him in  the execu tion  o f  h is  d u t ie s .280 Thus 
Montgomery was ab le  to  fu n c t io n  as s u p e r io r  o f  the burgh and in  
both 1584 and 1585 h is  r o le  in  the nom ination o f  the p rovos t was 
recorded and he d id  choose the b a i l i e s  from le e ts  presented to  
h im .281 In  the case o f  the fo rm e r 's  appointment Montgomery was o f  
course merely a mouthpiece fo r  the government but a t  le a s t  h is
non
p o s i t io n  was acknowledged.
The new provos t in  1584 was S i r  W il l ia m  L iv in g s to n e  o f  K i ls y th  
w h o , l ik e  Montrose,was assoc ia ted  w i th  the Lennox in t e r e s t  which
983Arran and the k ing  were in te n t  on prom oting. Montrose, no doubt 
because o f  pressures o f  s ta te  business, had stood down and the 
changeover was marked by a cons ide rab le  degree o f  c o n t in u i t y ,  88% o f
*  O Q / lM ontrose 's m ag is tra te s  and c o u n c i l lo r s  being continued in  o f f i c e .
As before  the re  was a f a i r l y  even balance o f  m idd le , Lennox and 
p re s b y te r ia n  men ( in c lu d in g  Minto who now re tu rned  as a 
c o u n c i l l o r ) .  However a t  the next e le c t io n ,  th a t  o f  1585, the 
c o n t in u i t y  element was somewhat le s s ,  73%, and comprised on ly  61% 
o f  the new a d m in is t ra t io n  which was swo llen  by an in f l u x  o f  Lennox 
men.285 L iv in g s to n e ,  who appears to  have been ( l i k e  M into be fore  
him) something o f  a tr im m er, viewed t h i s  development w i th  d is q u ie t ,  
a ttempted to  examine the le e ts  fo r  the b a i l i e s  286 and p ro te s te d  th a t  
the increased s ize  o f  the c o u n c i l  should not be p r e ju d ic i a l  to  
'ches ing  ane r e s o n a b i l l  number in  tym cuming accord ing  to  the 
number a f o i r  o b s e r u i t ' . 287 Perhaps, desp ite  h is  i n i t i a l  sympathy 
w ith  the Lennox in t e r e s t ,  he had become d isenchanted w i th  the Arran 
government and f e l t  th a t  the lo c a l  Lennox element was becoming too 
s tro n g . He may even have been th in k in g  to  the fu tu re ,  i f  he was 
aware o f  the p lans o f  the P ro te s ta n t  lo rd s  who had been e x i le d  a f te r
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an a b o r t iv e  coup in  1584. In  November 1585 these lo rd s  (Mar, Glamis, 
Angus and o th e rs )  re tu rned  and deposed Arran .
The e f f e c t  o f  t h i s  r e v o lu t io n  in  Glasgow cannot be e x a c t ly  
determined because the minutes break o f f  in  A p r i l  1586 and do not 
resume u n t i l  October 1588. I t  i s  not known who became provos t in  
October 1586 a lthough the b a i l i e s  can be i d e n t i f i e d  ( th rough  the 
p ro to c o l  books). Among the b a i l i e s  the re  was no d i r e c t  c o n t in u i t y
ooo
a lthough the appoin tees were es ta b l ish e d  members o f  the o l ig a rc h y .  
There are no d e t a i l s  as to  the membership o f  the c o u n c i l .  S i r  
Matthew Stewart o f  M into re tu rned  as p rovos t in  1587 289 and the 
b a i l i e s ,  l i k e  those o f  1586, comprised a m ix tu re  o f  m id d le -o f - th e - ro a d  
men and p re s b y te r ia n  supp o rte rs .  F u l l  d e t a i l s  are a v a i la b le  fo r  
the a d m in is t ra t io n s  o f  1588-89 and 1589-90 and a lthough a n a ly s is  on 
the bas is  o f  the d iv is io n s  o f  the e a r ly  1580s i s  p ro g re s s iv e ly  
u n re l ia b le  as th a t  pe r io d  becomes more remote the issues remained 
b road ly  s im i l a r .  I t  would appear from such an exam ination th a t  the 
c o u n c i l  o f  1585-86, which had seen a momentary resurgence o f  
Lennox men, was rep laced in  the la te  1580s by more balanced reg im es290 
which r e f le c te d  the accommodation in  n a t io n a l  and e c c le s ia s t i c a l  
a f f a i r s  ( p a r t i c u la r l y  w i th  regard to  the coex is tence o f  bishops 
and p re s b y te r ie s )  which had been reached between the k ing  (who 
a t ta in e d  h is  m a jo r i ty  in  1586) and the re tu rn in g  lo rd s ,  and between 
the crown and the church .291
However, as a d i r e c t  r e s u l t  o f  the coup o f  November 1585, 
archbishop Montgomery, exasperated by h is  former d i f f i c u l t i e s  and 
fo resee ing  no good coming from the re tu rn  o f  the banished lo rd s ,  
res igned the see and on 21 December the a rc h b is h o p r ic  was con fe rred  
on W il l ia m  E rsk ine , a layman and a protdqe o f  the e a r l  o f  Mar 
(one o f  the re tu rn in g  lo r d s ) .  S ig n i f i c a n t l y  the c h a r te r  e f f e c t in g  
t h i s  t r a n s fe r  made no re fe rence  to  Montgomery, the see being 
dec lared vacant through the decease o f  archb ishop Boyd and the 
f o r f e i t u r e  o f  archbishop Beaton.292 The p resby te ry  agreed th a t  he 
could a dm in is te r  the see 's  te m p o ra l i t ie s  (though not the s p i r i t u a l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n )  and he may have nominated the p ro v o s t ,  but in  1587 h is  
appointment was condemned by the General Assembly and he appears to  
have re l in q u is h e d  the see which then remained vacant u n t i l  the
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r e s to ra t io n  o f  Beaton in  June 1598.
In  the meantime the k in g ,  on h is  coming o f  age, had annexed
og a
the te m p o ra l i t ie s  o f  bene fices to  the crown in  J u ly  1587. Thus 
the s u p e r io r i t y  o f  Glasgow passed in to  h is  hands. In  November 
1587 he conveyed the te m p o ra l i t ie s  o f  the see, in c lu d in g  th a t
295
s u p e r io r i t y ,  to  W alte r S tew art,  p r io r  o f  B la n ty re .  A lthough the 
minute o f  1588 which recorded M in to 's  appointment as p rovos t makes 
no re fe rence  to  how the nomination was made, h is  reappointment the 
fo l lo w in g  year was through W alter S tew art,  h is  h a l f  b ro th e r ,  'h a ifa n d  
power to  nominat the p rovos t conforme to  h is  i n f e f t m e n t ' .  W alter 
Stewart a lso  rece ived  the le e ts  fo r  the b a i l i e s  and chose those who 
were to  hold o f f i c e . 296
Minto appears to  have re ta in e d  the p ro vo s tsh ip  u n t i l  1600.297 
U n t i l  1596 W alter S tew art,  who was by then Lord o f  G lasgow,298 
continued to  choose the provost and b a i l i e s ,  a f t e r  1593 t h i s  being 
done on b e h a lf  o f  Ludovick, duke o f  Lennox, who had ob ta ined the 
s u p e r io r i t y  o f  a l l  the temporal possessions o f  the a rc h b is h o p r ic  by 
v i r t u e  o f  an ac t o f  Parl iam ent o f  th a t  y e a r .299 A f te r  1596 nom inations 
were made by the duke and t h i s  s i t u a t io n  con tinued  desp ite  the 
r e s to ra t io n  o f  archbishop Beaton in  1598.300 In  any case Beaton 
remained in  France. A f te r  h is  death in  1603 and be fore  the 
appointment o f  John Spottiswoode in  1605 the burgh was to rn  by 
in te r n a l  d iv is io n s  ( in  p a r t  occasioned by f r i c t i o n  between the 
merchants and c ra ftsm e n )301 as c o n f l i c t i n g  groups attempted to  take 
advantage o f  the con fus ion  surround ing  the s u p e r io r i t y  o f  the burgh 
and the r i g h t  to  nominate the m ag is tra te s .  In  1605 the burgh went 
so fa r  as to  appo in t the p rovost and b a i l i e s  i t s e l f  302 and i t  was not 
w ith o u t  d i f f i c u l t y  th a t  Spottiswoode (a d m it te d ly  w i th  the ass is tance  
o f  the crown and the consent o f  Lennox) succeeded in  c o n f irm in g  
'h is  p r iv i le d g e s  in  p resen ting  o f  the p r o v is t  and nominatioune o f  the 
b a l le is  as v th e r is  h is  p re d ice sso u r is  v s i t  o f  b e f o i r '  in  October 
1607.303 So fa r  as can be judged from the s u rv iv in g  evidence t h is  
was the f i r s t  occasion s ince  1585 th a t  the archbishop had chosen the 
m ag is tra tes  o f  h is  burgh and t h i s  r i g h t  was reserved to  Spottiswoode 
and h is  successors even when Glasgow became a ro y a l  burgh in  1611. 30Z*
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To conclude, the e ros ion  o f  the a u th o r i t y  o f  the archbishops o f  
Glasgow as s u p e r io rs  o f  t h e i r  burgh, a process which had begun before  
the Reformation but which was acce le ra ted  by archb ishop Beaton 's 
p r e c ip i t a t e  departu re  in  1560, continued th roughout the 1570s and 1580s. 
I f  any th ing  the process became more extreme f o r ,  a l though  archbishops 
Boyd and Montgomery ( l i k e  t h e i r  predecessors) had l i t t l e  i f  any 
in f lu e n c e  rega rd ing  the appointment o f  the p rovos ts ,  i t  i s  ev iden t 
th a t  t h e i r  r o le  in  the appointment o f  the b a i l i e s  was a lso  
in c re a s in g ly  c ircum vented. This la s t  phenomenon was most ev iden t 
du r ing  the t ro u b le d  ep iscopate o f  Montgomery but i t  had i t s  
beg inn ings du r ing  the la s t  years o f  Boyd's l i f e .  From the la te  1570s 
onwards the re  was an e s c a la t io n  o f  crown in te r fe re n c e  in  the burgh 's  
a f f a i r s .  S h i f t s  o f  power a t  c o u r t  combined w i th  ques tions  o f  church 
p o l i t y  began to  have marked repercuss ions in  Glasgow, and the 
te rse  minute e n t r ie s  in  the bu rgh 's  ac t books can on ly  be 
in te rp re te d  w i th  re fe rence  to  these pressures.
Glasgow was not alone in  being sub jec ted  to  pressure by the 
succession o f  c o u r t  fa c t io n s  which v ied  fo r  power th roughout the 
second h a l f  o f  the s ix te e n th  cen tu ry .  E d inburgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n ,  
because o f  the c o u r t 's  p ro x im i ty  and the problems which th a t  burgh 
cou ld  pose fo r  the c o u r t ,  was p a r t i c u l a r l y  prone to  purges, double 
e le c t io n s  and the placement o f  crown nominees. Indeed in  1584 
Arran not on ly  headed the government but a lso  acted as p rovos t o f  
the c a p i t a l .  L ikew ise , in  the la te  1580s a succession o f  p rovosts  
in  Perth were ro y a l  nominees, appoin ted to  lessen the in f lu e n c e  
o f  the pow erfu l e a r ls  o f  Gowrie, the fa m i ly  which was respon s ib le  
fo r  the Ruthven r a id  in  1582 and the l a t e r  Gowrie consp iracy  o f  1600.
One o f  these 'c rown ' p rovos ts  in  Perth  was the e a r l  o f  Montrose 
who had a lso  been appoin ted to  oversee the post-Ruthven peace in
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Glasgow in  1583.
Nonetheless the le v e l  o f  c o u r t  in te r fe re n c e  in  Glasgow's a f f a i r s  
appears to  have been p a r t i c u l a r l y  marked du r ing  the pe r iod  in  
q ues tion , and the unusual nature  o f  these years i s  f u r t h e r  emphasised
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when i t  i s  noted th a t  not j u s t  members o f  the gen try  but e a r ls  ( the  
two Lennoxes and Montrose) were appoin ted as p rovos ts ,  a phenomenon 
in  Glasgow's h is to r y  which appears to  have occurred  on ly  in  these 
years, 1578-1584, and in  1510-11 when Matthew e a r l  o f  Lennox 
held t h i s  p o s i t i o n . 306 Even before  the Montgomery c r i s i s  ca ta p u lte d  
Glasgow in to  the n a t io n a l  l im e l i g h t ,  the burgh was being t re a te d  
as a c i t y  which a c o u r t  group would do w e l l  to  c o n t r o l :  the regents 
Lennox and Morton had a n t ic ip a te d  the ac ts  o f  e a r l  Robert and e a r l  
Esme by secur ing  the burgh in  the hands o f  S i r  John S tewart o f  M into 
and then Robert Lord Boyd. The a t te n t io n  being pa id  to  Glasgow 
re f le c te d  i t s  growing importance as the p o l i t i c a l  and economic 
cen tre  o f  the west. The in c re a s in g  inc idence  o f  c o u r t  involvement 
in  burghs was in  response not j u s t  to  the in c re a s in g  inc idence  o f  
n a t io n a l  ta x a t io n  and in te r e s t  in  the burghs' ta xa b le  c a p a c i t ie s  
( in c lu d in g  G lasgow's: by 1583 the burgh had moved from n in th  to  
s ix t h  p lace in  the burgh tax  'league t a b le '  w i th  i t s  le v e l  o f  
c o n t r ib u t io n  being increased from 2% to  3 .5 % );307 such in te r fe re n c e  
a lso  r e f le c te d  the burghs' in c re a s in g  in f lu e n c e  on the course o f  
n a t io n a l  a f f a i r s .
However, in  the e a r ly  1580s, the c o u r t 's  a ttem pt to  re g u la te  t h i s  
burgh b a c k f i re d .  Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox had had the sense not to  
a l ie n a te  the leaders  o f  the e s ta b l is h e d  o l ig a rc h y ,  and those men 
whom he d isp laced  in  1578 he re in s ta te d  in  1579. Esme on the o the r  
hand d id  not r e in s ta te  the ousted o f f i c i a l s  in  1581 and he can be 
held respon s ib le  f o r  c re a t in g  a c l im a te  o f  d isco rd  which the 
p re s b y te r ia n  o p p o s it io n  to  archbishop Montgomery was able to  use to  
fu r th e r  i t s  own ends. The d isp laced  o f f i c i a l s  f o r  t h e i r  p a r t  embraced 
the p re s b y te r ia n  cause as a means o f  re g a in in g  o f f i c e .  D iscon ten t 
spread beyond the con f ines  o f  the o l ig a rc h y  and i t  i s  c le a r  from 
the events o f  June 1582 th a t  not on ly  the p resby te ry  and the c o l le g e  
but a lso  p a r t  o f  the burgess community was in  o p p o s it io n  to  the 
c o u n c i l .  The problem might have remained unreso lved had not the Ruthven 
lo rd s  seized power, thereby i n d i r e c t l y  enab ling  the Glasgow o f f i c i a l s  
removed in  1580 to  gain c o n t ro l  o f  the c o u n c i l  w i th  the p re s b y te r ia n s .  
Among those e lec te d  to  the new c o u n c i l  were prominent leaders  o f  
the o p p o s it io n  to  Montgomery, Mr Andrew Hay and Mr Thomas Smeaton,
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unique examples o f  non-laymen se rv ing  on the a d m in is t ra t io n .
However the re tu rn  o f  the d isp laced  o f f i c e  ho lde rs  was more im po rtan t 
in  the long run s ince  the r u l i n g  o l ig a rc h y  which had m ainta ined 
government th roughout the 1570s was re c o n s t i tu te d .  Thus began 
a pe r iod  o f  r e la t i v e  s t a b i l i t y  which appears to  have la s te d  u n t i l  
the f i r s t  decade o f  the seventeenth cen tu ry  f o r ,  a lthough  the burgh 
s t i l l  tended to  be a f fe c te d  by the succession o f  c o u r t  r e v o lu t io n s ,  
none o f  these appear to  have provoked the type o f  d is tu rbances  which 
the burgh w itnessed du r ing  the Montgomery c r i s i s .
There were o f  course o the r  issues in  burgh p o l i t i c s  th roughout 
t h i s  p e r io d ,  most n o tab ly  the p r e v a i l in g  tens io n  between the 
merchants, anxious to  r e ta in  t h e i r  hegemony in  the burgh, and the 
c ra ftsm en, e q u a l ly  anxious to  o b ta in  a la rg e r  say in  burgh p o l i t i c s .  
This was a c h ron ic  problem which would not become acute u n t i l  the 
e a r ly  1600s, a lthough the re  was a se r iou s  r i o t  in  Ju ly  1583. The 
t im in g  o f  t h i s  i s  in te r e s t in g ,  fo r  a lthough i t  occurred one month 
a f t e r  the f a l l  o f  the Ruthven regime and hence a f t e r  an undermining 
o f  M in to 's  Glasgow a d m in is t ra t io n ,  i t  d id  not occur a year e a r l i e r  
when the burgh government had appeared nearer to  co l la p s e  du r ing  the 
h e igh t  o f  the Montgomery c r i s i s .  This emphasizes how the p o l i t i c s  
o f  the burgh were dominated by r e l i g io u s  and n a t io n a l  issues ra th e r  
than lo c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  issuss which cu t across o the r  d iv is io n s .
Yet the government o f  the burgh d id  not c o l la p s e ,  e i th e r  in  
1582 or in  the face o f  the c r a f t  r i o t  o f  1583. The on ly  se r iou s  
th re a t  to  the p lu to c r a t i c  o l ig a rc h y  came not from w i th in  the burgh 
but from the in te r fe re n c e  o f  successive c o u r t  fa c t io n s  in  the 
c a p i t a l .  Apart from the in te r lu d e  when the Lennox f a c t io n  was 
in  c o n t r o l ,  the e s ta b l is h e d  r u le r s  o f  the burgh continued to  conduct 
the ro u t in e  a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh. I t  i s  now tim e to  examine 
th a t  a d m in is t ra t io n ,  how i t  coped w i th  these and o th e r  emergencies 
but, more im p o r ta n t ly ,  how i t  a c tu a l ly  fu n c t io n e d .
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1. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  63; SRO MS RH 11/32/1/1 nos. 7-9; SRO MS CS7/15 f f  6 r-10r.
The fact that eighteen of the th ir ty -fo u r witnesses examined between December 1536 
and May 1557 were aged 50 or over and only three were aged less than forty  
(including William Hegate, 36, and S ir John Stewart o f Minto, 37) emphasises the 
importance placed on 'the memory of man'. On th is  dispute see P18—21.
2. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  p. dev and p t . i i ,  462-3. The fact that the decreet of
1557 was regarded as an in tegra l part of the sett was demonstrated in  1561 
(see P21-22) and 1576 (see P98-99).
3. Glas. Rees., iv , 462-466 (22 October 1711).
4. For appointees see, respectively, Appendix 2.1 and Appendix 2 .2  in  Vol. I I ,  P30-36.
On the poinder see below, P187-188, 384; on the herdsmen see below, P280, 384-385.
5. For appointees see Appendix 2.3 in  V o l . I I ,  P37-38 and see also below, P280-281.
6. For the d iffe re n t types of courts, including head courts, routine s ittin g s  etc. 
see P163—171.
7. Glas. Rees., i ,  69.
8. For appointees see Appendix 2.4 in  Vol. I I ,  P39-45. For further d eta ils  see below P175-176.
9. Glas. Rees., i ,  37. For appointees see Appendix 2.5 in  Vol. I I ,  P46-47. For further 
deta ils  see below, P388, 409.
10. For appointees see Appendix 2.6 in  Vol. I I ,  P48-63. See also below*, P369-377.
11. For appointees see Appendix 2.7 in Vol. I I ,  P64-70. See also below, P339-348.
12. For appointees see Appendix 2.8 in  Vol.. I I ,  P71-75. See also below, P282, 395.
13. For appointees see Appendix 2.9 in Vol. I I ,  P76-79. See also below, P181-182.
14. See P384.
15. See P48. However on an apparent re s tric tio n  of th is  franchise and the
subsequent erosion of th is  court's ro le in  the e lection of these important o ff ic ia ls  
see P165-166 and Appendix 3.1 in  Vol. I I ,  P259-264.
16. APS, i i ,  95; Mackenzie, Scottish Burghs, 121; Murray, Burgh Organisation, i ,  202.
Although i t  is  true that the Michaelmas elections were not effected at the 
Michaelmas head court, one exception to th is  ru le has been traced. In 1588 the 
council was elected at the head court which was held on 22 October. However the 
usual pattern was restored in  1589, the magistrates and council being appointed 
on 30 September and 2 October while the head court a fte r  Michaelmas convened on
7 October. (SRA MS C1/1/3 f f  1r, 100r, 104v). Examination of subsequent volumes 
shows that th is  was indeed the normal practice.
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17. For appointees see Appendix 1.1 and Appendix 2.10 in  Vol. I I ,  P1-7, 80-82. On th e ir  
p o lit ic a l ro le see especially P90-119 passim; on th e ir  ro le as magistrates see 
P177-180 passim. See also P3-8.
18. Glas. Rees., i ,  23-24. For appointees see Appendix 1.1 and Appendix 2.11 in Vol. I I ,
P1-7, 83-97. On th e ir ro le as magistrates see P178-180.
19. Glas. Rees. , i ,  226. The next election of which deta ils  survive, that of 1605, had
a le e t of a more normal s ize, nine, although the occupations of the nominees are 
not known: ib id . , 235.
20. He had already been a b a ilie  in 1561-63 and 1571-72: see Appendix 1.1 in Vol. I I ,  P1. 
See also P24.
21. See P97-99.
22. Glas. Rees., i ,  24. For names of councillors see Appendix 2.12 in  Vol. I I ,  P98-148.
On early development of the council see above, P4; on its  relationship with the court 
see below, P168-170; on i ts  le g is la tiv e  ro le see below, P239-240; on burgh statutes  
governing its  organisation see below, P242-244. Occasionally councillors acted as 
executive o fficers: see P276-277.
23. Glas. Rees. , i ,  40, 81.
24. Glas. Rees., iv , 464 and Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  462-63.
25. For the key keepers see P59 and Appendix 2.13 in Vol. I I ,  P149-156. For the lin ers
see P59-60, 183-184 and Appendix 2.14 in Vol. I I ,  P157-164. For the common procurator
see P182-183 and Appendix 2.15 in Vol. I I ,  P165-167. For the water b a ilie  see P185- 
187 and Appendix 2.16 in Vol. I I ,  P168-169. For the collectors of seal s ilv e r and 
burgess heir fines see P358 and Appendix 2.17 in Vol. I I ,  P170-172. For the o fficers  
see P188-192 and Appendix 2.18 in  Vol. I I ,  P173-180.
26. On the dempster see P176-177. On the executioner and the gaoler see P192. On the 
o ffic e r to the university see P192-193. For fu l l  deta ils  of these o ff ic ia ls  see 
Appendix 2.19 in Vol. I I ,  P181-186.
27. For appointees see Appendix 2.20 in Vol. I I ,  P187-192. On market v is ito rs  and ale 
tasters see also below, P262, 276-277.
28. See Appendix 2.21 in  Vol. I I ,  P193-198.
29. See Appendix 2.22 in Vol. I I ,  P199-212. On the plague searchers see also below, P285-
293 passim. On the surgeon see also below, P284, 385.
30. Referred to P52. See P387 and Appendix 2.23 in Vol. I I ,  P213.
31. Third S ta tis tic a l Account, Glasgow, 58.
32. See Appendix 2.22, p t . iv ,  table 3 in  Vol. I I ,  P209-210. The number of appointees in  
these areas (Blackfriars/Cross; Trongate/Gallowgate; Cross/Barrasyet) rose by 75% -  
100% between 1574 and 1584. I t  would be rash to suggest a sim ilar rise  in population 
but conversely i t  seems certain that a considerable increase had occurred. On the 
development of the Stockwell and Mutland cro ft areas see Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i - ix ,  
passim.
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33. Glas. Rees., 1, 39; also SRA MS C1/1/1 f  113v (1375-76 accounts).
34. See P376-377.
35. Bishop John Leslie of Ross w riting  in  1578: see P. Hume Brown, Scotland before 
1700 from Contemporary Documents, (Edinburgh, 1893), 120.
36. Glas. Rees., i ,  47; SRA MS C1/1/1 f f  92r-93v. See Appendix 2.18 in  Vol. I I ,  P173-175.
37. See P101 and Appendix 2.18 in  Vol. I I ,  P174 . This was an extreme example 
but attention  should also be drawn to the s ituation  regarding the herdsmen.
During the 1570s and 1580s Thomas Tempilton was herdsman on nine occasions. For 
eight of these years his cautioner was James Fleming. S ign ifican tly  the exception 
occurred in  March 1581 when the name of Tempilton's cautioner was le f t  blank in 
the minutes (SRA C1/1/1 f  277r). I t  can be no coincidence that James Fleming had, 
five  months previously, been removed from the council by Lennox. The events of 1580 
are discussed P100-105. In Appendices 2 .1 , 2 .2 , 2 .3 , 2 .6 , 2.18 and 2 .2 2 ( i i )
in  Vol. I I ,  P30, 33, 37, 48, 173 and 199 the cautioners appointed for minor
o ff ic ia ls  are noted as also the other positions then held by these cautioners. The 
majority were senior o ff ic ia ls  and/or councillors. The ro le  of c ra ft deacons
is  also noted although th is  was probably coincidental.
38. See Appendix 2.12 tables 16 and 17 in  Vol. I I ,  P139-145.
39. See Appendix 2.11 in V o l.II,  P83-97 for th is  and fu l le r  deta ils  regarding the
features discussed here. On George Herbertson see also P195-197.
40. See Appendix 2.12 table 15 and Appendix 2.26 in  V o l . I I ,  P136-138, 254-255.
41. See Appendix 2.15 in  Vol. I I ,  P165-167.
42. See Appendix 2.13 in Vol. I I ,  P149-156.
43. See Appendix 2.14 in Vol. I I ,  P157-164.
44. Regarding pluralism i t  may be noted that the combination of key keeper and lin e r  
occurred twenty-six times between 1574 and 1586; of key keeper and councillor, 
seventy times; and of lin e r  and councillor f if ty - fo u r  times. See Appendix 2.13  
and 2.14 in  Vol. I I ,  P149-164.
45. See Appendix 2.8 in Vol. I I ,  P71-75.
46. Glas. Rees., i ,  80.
47. See Appendix 2.7 in  Vol. I I ,  P64-70.
48. See Vol. I I ,  P149.
49. See Appendix 2.9 in  Vol. I I ,  P I6-19.
50. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v, p .v i i .
51. Ib id . , x, p.x.
52. Certainly from February 1563 u n til 1568: ib id . , i ,  p.x.
53. SRA MS C1/1/3 f  100v. Gibson became clerk again in  the la te  1590s: Glas. Rees.,
i ,  188.
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54. The factors which these senior men had in  common ( i .e .  commerce e tc .)  are 
discussed P65-73. . The fact that these men associated together is  further 
demonstrated by the evidence of certain heirship inquests: see below P171 and 
Appendix 3.2 in  V o l . I I ,  P266-267.
55. See Appendix 2 .4  in  Vol. I I ,  P39-45.
56. See Appendix 2.22, p t . iv  in Vol. I I ,  P200-208.
57. See Appendices 2.20 p t . iv ,  2.21 p t . i i  and 2.22 p t . iv  in  Vol. I I ,  P188, 193, 200. See 
also Appendix 3.2 in Vol. I I ,  P270-271 for a special inquest which demonstrates the 
same phenomenon.
58. On salaries see P384.
59. For the following testamentary deta ils  see Appendix 2.24 in Vol. I I ,  P214-228.
60. See P57-59.
61. Robert Boyd, treasurer in  1585-86, died in  1592 s t i l l  being owed by the burgh 
200 merks plus in terest for the extra expenses he incurred on i ts  behalf during 
his term of o ffic e : SRO MS CC8/8/25 f  242r.
62. See P61.
63. Andrew R itchie , treasurer in  1574-75, has been included in  th is  group as he was 
probably already a prominent o f f ic ia l;  i t  is  equally possible however that he 
was a 'new' man.
64. Glas. Rees., i ,  213.
65. On a l l  the above see Appendix 2.7 in  Vol. I I ,  P64-70.
66. One of the wealthiestmen of th is  period, John Finlay (died 1597, leaving £2646)
was trading to Danzig and Spain with cargoes worth £266 and £1803 respectively
at the time of his death: SRO MS CC 8/8 /33  (not fo lia te d ). He held no burgh 
o ffic e  so far as is  known: see P71 and 125n.101.
67. SRA MS 01/1/2 f51r; SRO MS CC 8/8/35 (not fo lia te d ); see P214.
68. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff233v, 239r and C1/1/2 ff5 1 r, 108v, 172r; SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v.
69. SRA MS C1/1/2 f94v.
70. SRA MS C1/1/1 f280v.
71. SRA MS C1/1/2 f73r. On B urrell see P66.
72. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v. At his death Elphinstone also owned h a lf of the William
of Glasgow, a barque, valued at £284. Simpson's wife on her death in  1592
owned 4^ of th is  boat: SRO MS CC8/8/24 f188r.
73. SRO MS CC8/8/22 f353v and CC8/8/25 f231r.
74. SRO MS CC8/8/20 f91r. In fact Glasgow and Dumbarton, although commercial r iv a ls ,
did have an arrangement for imports. See for example an incident in 1579 when 
three Glasgow burgesses (Andrew B a ill ie , Robert Boyd and Colin Campbell) were
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75. On Adam, Campbell, Lindsay and Lyon see SRO MS CC9/7/7 f155v, CC8/8/22 f353v, 
CC8/8/20 f91r and CC8/8/18 f133v respectively. Campbell, for example, had at 
his death hides valued at £120 in Ire land. On Hector Stewart see SRA MS C1/1/2 
f203r; on Boyd and Wilson, ib id . , ff6 0 r , 106v; on Wise,ib id . , ff60r and 112v.
On Herbertson see SRO MS CC8/8/17 f149v. His legacy of £2065 included fifty -o n e  
debts, to ta l £1912, owed by (among others), Angus McConnel, lord of Kintyre 
(250 merks) and the bishop of the Is les  (170 merks) for wine, s a lt and other 
merchandise supplied by Herbertson.
76. SRO MS CC8/8/20 f91r.
77. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f149v.
78. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v.
79. SRO MS CC8/8/28 f88v.
80. SRO MS CC8/8/10 f214v.
81. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v.
82. SRO MS CC8/8/25 ff8 9 r, 178v and CC8/8/26 f260v respectively.
83. SRA MS C1/1/2 f68r.
84. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f149v.
85. SRO MS CC8/8/25 f89r.
86. SRO MS CC8/8/26 f260v.
87. Also featured in  these transactions were the three provosts S ir John Stewart of
Minto, Robert Lord Boyd and Thomas Crawford of Jordanhill. See P25-30 passim
and Appendix 1.3 in  Vol. I I ,  P10-25.
88. See P29-30.
89. See Appendix 1.4 in  Vol. I I ,  P26-29.
90. In the form of lands or pensions, granted by the archbishop and the crown. See, 
for example, Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i ,  nos. 2015, 2066; RSS, v i, no. 2404; ib id . , 
v i i ,  nos. 180, 1059, 1237, 1239, 1739, 2131, 2670 and 2671.
91. RMS, v, nos. 90-1131 passim include most of these transactions.
92. I b id . , iv ,  no. 2938.
93. Glas. Chrs., i i ,  611.
94. RMS, iv , no. 1785; Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v, no. 1513 and n .1; R. Renwick, Glasgow
Memorials, (Glasgow, 1908), 58, 216, 217.
95. sr a MS C1/1/1 f233r and SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v. He was also referred to as
'o f  Blythswood' while acting as security for the farmers of the ladle  and the m ill
in  1583-84: see Appendix 2.6 in  Vol. I I ,  P55, 60.
96. See P66-70 passim.
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97. SRA MS C1/1/1 f140r. Elphinstone also acted as cautioner for the farm of the 
lad le  in  1582-84 and the farm of the m ill in  1577-78 and 1583-84. Other men 
who were senior o fficers  or councillors and simultaneously farmed the ladle  
custom were David Donald and John Wilson. For f u l l  d e ta ils  see Appendix 2.6  
in V o l . I I ,  P48-63.
98. Glas. Rees., i ,  95.
99. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f162r.
100. Eyre-Todd, Glasgow, 123; Prot. Bk. Glasgow, x, no. 3176; Glas. Chrs, i ,  p t . i ,  
p.dexxv.
101. See Appendix 2.24 in  Vol. I I ,  P225 . The o ff ic ia ls  in  post during 1588-90 have 
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102. See Appendix 2.24 in  Vol. I I ,  P225-226.
103. See P69.
104. See P58.
105. See Appendix 2.24 in Vol. I I ,  P217-218.
106. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, i i i ,  no.718; ib id .,  v i i i ,  no. 2586.
107. See Appendices 1.1 and 2.12 table 2 in  Vol. I I ,  P1, 102.
108. See Appendix 2.12 table 10 in Vol. I I ,  P120.
109. SRA MS C/1/1 f188v.
110. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, i i ,  no. 270; ib id . , i i i ,  no. 920; ib id . , v, no. 1350;
Scots Peerage, i i ,  79.
111. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, i i i ,  no. 787; ib id . , v i, nos. 1655, 1790; Scots Peerage, i i ,  81.
112. SRA MS C1/1/2 f91r. He is  not included in Scots Peerage.
113. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v, p.58n and SRA MS C1/1/1 f124v.
114. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i ,  no. 2006.
115. SRA MS C1/1/2 f148v.
116. Ib id . , f146r.
117. See P61.
118. See Appendix 2.12, table 5 in  Vol. I I ,  P107-108.
119. See P38n.80 and P126n.146.
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discussion of the e a r lie r  development of craftsmen and merchants, see P14-18.
121. See Appendix 2.12 table 15 in  Vol. I I ,  P133-138. On the problems of
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122. See Appendix 2.12 table 13 in  Vol. I I ,  P130-131.
123. See Appendix 2.11 in Vol. I I ,  P95.
124. See Appendix 2.7 in Vol. I I ,  P64-70.
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126. See Appendix 2.8 in  V o l . I I ,  P71-75.
127. See Appendix 2.13 in  Vol. I I ,  P149-156.
128. The years quoted are those in  which the number of 'unknowns' was n i l .  See
Appendix 2.14 in  Vol. I I ,  P157-164.
129. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i, no. 1662.
130. Glas. Rees., i ,  95-96. See P83-84.
131. See P58-59.
132. The hammermen included a l l  metal workers, including pewterers: see P39n.88.
133. See Appendix 2.25 in Vol. I I ,  P229-236.
134. See Appendix 2.12 table 15 in Vol. I I ,  P133-138.
135. See Appendix 2.11 in  Vol. I I ,  P95.
136. Glas. Rees., i ,  80. On the other incorporated crafts  see P17.
137. See Appendices 2.11 and 2.12 tables 14 and 15 in Vol. I I ,  P87-95, 132-138.
138. See Appendix 2.12 table 14 in Vol. I I ,  P132.
139. See P83,104.
140. See P63-64.
141. I t  may have been less because of the preponderance o f legacies of less than £500
(sixteen in  a l l ) .  This was also less than the apparent average wealth of
merchants and craftsmen in  Edinburgh. On a l l  th is  see Appendix 2.24 in
Vol. I I ,  P226-227.
142. See Appendix 2.24 in V o l . I I ,  P227.
143. See P69.
144. See P66.
145. See P67.
146. SRA MS C1/1/1 f 121r ; see P403.
147. M. Lynch, 'Whatever happened to the medieval burgh? Some guidelines for sixteenth 
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(1984), 12. [Hereafter cited as Lynch in SESH , iv  (1984)].
148. See P78.
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J.R. Anderson,(SRS, 1925) which is  however s lig h tly  incomplete and, for th is  
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162. See P78-79, 104 and also Appendix 2.12 table 13 in Vol. I I ,  P130-131.
163. Glas. Rees., i ,  95-96.
164. Ib id . , 101; for 1574 statute see ib id . , 18.
165. SRA MS C1/1/2 f150v (1583-84 accounts).
166. Glas. Rees., i ,  102.
167. SRA MS C1/1/2 f150v.
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171. Glas. Rees., i ,  50-52.
172. Ib id . , 120-128 passim.
173. Ib id . , 126
127
174. Ib id . , 205-206.
175. Ib id . , 205.
176. Ib id . , 165-166.
177. See P264-272.
178. RCRB, i ,  469. Adoption of dean of guild courts, on the model of Edinburgh, had 
been advocated by Parliament in  1593: APS, iv , 30. On Glasgow's membership of 
the Convention see P14.
179. RCRB, i ,  479, 495; ib id . , i i ,  27, 28, 96.
180. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  40, 43.
181. M'Ure, w riting  in  1736, stated that the tension was such that 'te r r ib le  heats, 
s tr ife s  and animosities betwixt them [the merchants and craftsmen] . . .  was lik e
to end with sheding of blood1: J. M'Ure, A View of the City o f Glasgow, (Glasgow,
1736), 157. On the appointment of commissioners see ib id . , 161-166. These 
documents are also transcribed in Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  p .dcv-dcvii, where 
however on p.dev the date is  wrongly given as 8 February: i t  should be
8 November.
182. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  pp.ccxi, dcv-dcxx.
183. Ib id . , pp.dcxx-dcxxi.
184. Glas. Rees., i ,  228-229.
185. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  pp.ccxxiii-ccxxix  passim; see P116.
186. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  462-463.
187. See P85.
188. See P81-82.
189. Glas. Rees., i ,  17, 39, 52, 59; see below, P357-359, for fu l le r  d eta ils .
190. Glas. Rees., i ,  56. See Appendix 2.12 table 3, Vol. I I ,  P104-105 for names of
councillors associated with th is  leg is la tio n . On th irlage  and i ts  e ffec ts , 
see P371-376.
191. Glas. Rees., i ,  85.
192. Ib id . , 86-88.
193. See P98-99.
194. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  63.
195. SRO MS RH 11/32/1/1 no. 1.
196. See Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  p16 and Renwick and Lindsay, Glasgow, 367-373, 379-381;
also Appendix 1.1 in  Vol. I I ,  P1. See also above, P18.
During the five  year vacancy a fte r Dunbar's death the see was administered by,
in te r a lio s , Gavin Hamilton (dean and vicar general, 1549-51) and Archibald
Hamilton (chamberlain, 1547-51): Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v, p.12n. Other Hamiltons
128
in  church o ffice  were James Hamilton (sub dean, 1550-80), John Hamilton
(sub chanter,1551-70) and William Hamilton ( o f f ic ia l ,  1548-52): Watt, F a s ti, 168,
170, 189.
197. See P22.
198. See P32-33.
199. In 1582 and 1583 and possibly also 1581, although the minute appointing the provost
in  that year is  not extant. Nonetheless the appointment o f the b a ilie s  was
recorded and th is  was done in  the usual fashion, by the archbishop: Glas. Rees.,
i ,  90.
200. See P32-33.
201. Glas. Rees., i ,  23, 40, 53. See above, P33; see also Appendix 1.1 in  V o l . I I ,  P2-6. 
on the more common arrangement, namely that the provost was usually depute b a ilie  
rather than b a ilie  of the re g a lity .
202. Glas. Rees., i ,  61-62.
203. Scots Peerage, v, 355; RPC, i i ,  697-698; ib id . , i i i ,  8. See Appendix 1.1 in  Vol.
I I ,  P4.
204. M. Lynch, Edinburgh and the Reformation, (Edinburgh, 1981), 156, 250-253; Donaldson, 
Scotland, James V -V II, 171.
205. Glas. Rees., i ,  70-71 and SRA MS C/1/1 f207v. The appointment of Lennox 
effec tive ly  ended the Boyd regime. Lord Boyd had been a councillor in  1577-78 
but a fte r 1578 he did not hold burgh o ffic e  again. He continued to receive 
generous g ifts  of wine from the council (eg. SRA MS C1/1/2 f149r-v , the 1582-83 
accounts) but because of his involvement in  the Ruthven ra id  he had to leave
the country in  1583. He returned to Scotland in  June 1586 (Scots Peerage, v, 160)
and so far as Glasgow was concerned involved himself on the k irk  session on 
which he sat as an elder from 1587 u n til his death in  January 1590 (SRA MS CH2/
550/1 ff8 0 r, 100v, 119r and SRO MS CC8/8/21 f238r). He also was one of the
commissioners appointed in 1587 to examine the position of markets in  the burgh: 
see P258.
206. Glas. Rees., i ,  71-72.
207. See Appendix 2.12 tables 4, 5 in Vol. I I ,  P106-109.
208. Donaldson, Scotland, James V -V II, 147-150, 172, 197, 198; BUK, i i ,  408,
409, 413.
209. See Appendix 2.10 in  Vol. I I ,  P80-82.
210. See Appendix 2.12 tables 6, 13 in Vol. I I ,  P109-111, 130-131. For parties and
pressure groups see Appendix 2.26 in V o l. I I ,  P237-258. In 1578 Lord Boyd was not 
associated with the presbyterians but in 1582 he was involved in  the Ruthven raid  
and had to go into ex ile  in  1583: Scots Peerage, v, 160.
129
211. See P93-94.
212. See P18-21.
213. See P21-22.
214. SRA MS C1/1/1 f85v (1573-74 accounts, which record that the le e t was sent to Morton) 
and M itchell Library MS SR143 586930 (Morton's le t te r  to the town appointing the 
b a ilie s , 11 October 1573).
215. Glas. Rees. , i ,  53-54. See also Appendix 2.12 table 2 in  Vol. I I ,  P103.
216. SRO MS CS7/15 f f  6r-10r.
217. Glas. Rees. , i ,  62.
218. Indeed there is  strong evidence to suggest that archbishop Boyd and the other Boyds 
had become estranged. In March 1573 the crown vested Lochwood manse in  the hands of 
Robert Boyd of Badinheath, Lord Boyd's son, with the proviso that, as a property of 
the archbishopric, i t  was to be relinquished when the vacant see was f i l le d  (RSS, 
v i, no. 1874). This may not have happened. Instead i t  seems lik e ly  that the 
archbishop tr ie d  to assert his rig h t to the property once he was free of Lord Boyd's 
influence, but Boyd of Badinheath re ta lia ted  by destroying i t  in February 1579 
(RPC, i i i ,  98-100). The relationship between Lord Boyd and the archbishop was 
viewed with suspicion by contemporaries who believed that the archbishop would 
alienate the see's tem poralities to his uncle. James M elv ille  la te r  commented that 
Lord Boyd 'fand nocht his Bischope plyable to his purpose' and '^causit his sone
. . .  tak the Castell and intromeat with a l l  th a irin  keip i t  and gather upe the rents
of the bishoprik to in te rte in  the saming . . .  becaus the Tulchain causit nocht the
kow g i f f  milk aneuche to my Lord': The Autobiography and Diary of Mr James
M e lv il l , ed. R. P itca irn , (Wodrow Society, 1842), 47-48. See also P131n.245 and
P353.
219. Glas. Rees., i ,  80. I t  may be noted that in  October 1581, four months a fte r  
archbishop Boyd's death, the le e t unusually comprised eleven names, i .e .  the three 
old b ailies  and eight new candidates. Wallace and others may have been advocating
the adoption of a scheme such as th is  but, i f  so, th e ir hopes were not fu l f i l le d :
see Appendix 2.11 in Vol. I I ,  P91-94.
220. Ib id . , 72. See also Appendix 2.18 in Vol. I I ,  P174.
221. Scots Peerage, v, 355-356.
222. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  79.
223. See Appendix 1.1 in Vol. I I ,  P4-5.
224. Glas. Rees., i ,  79-82. See also n.37 above regarding one of the cautioners to the
herdsmen. On John Graham (younger) and the convention regarding brackets which
has been adopted see Vol. I I ,  P v, v i i - v i i i .
130
225. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  84-85. This minute of 23 May.1581 which recorded Hegate's appointment
was formally deleted in  1589: ib id . , 146 and Appendix 2.9 in Vol. I I ,  P76.
226. See Appendix 1.1 in  Vol. I I ,  P1.
227. Gibson probably became clerk in 1568: Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v, p .v i i .  See also 
Appendices 1 .1, 2 .9 , 2.11 and 2.12 in  Vol. I I ,  P1-2, 76-79, 83-97, 98-148 passim.
Only three o f Minto's b a ilie s  did not serve with Boyd: Richard Ross, Matthew 
Heriot and Mr John H all. Hall however is  known to have died in  November 1571:
SRO MS CC8/8/2 f234v.
228. See P95-96. The only other positions seriously affected in  1578 were
the key keepers whose membership always reflected  that of the council: see 
Appendix 2.13 in  Vol. I I ,  P149-156.
229. Glas. Rees., i .  81-82.
230 RPC, i i i ,  325. See also P402.
231. See Appendix 2.26 in  Vol. I I ,  P237-258.
232. Donaldson, Scotland, James V -V II, 171-173.
233. RPC, i i i ,  295n.
234. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, i i i ,  no. 924.
235. David Calderwood, The History of the Kirk of Scotland, ed. T. Thomson, 8 vo ls .,
(Wodrow Society,1842-1849),[hereafter cited as Calderwood, H istory] , iv , 663.
236. Miscellany of the Maitland Club^(Maitland Club, 1833-1847),[hereafter c ited as 
Maitland M isc.] , i ,  p t . i ,  53-54.
237. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i i ,  p p .x ii i-x iv . (W ritten sometime between 1581 and 1600).
238. SRA CH2/550/1 f50v. See also P23.
239. Maitland M isc., i ,  p t . i ,  54.
240. For fu l l  d eta ils  regarding these factions see Appendix 2.26 in  Vol. I I ,  P237-258.
241. See P78,83.
242. See Appendix 2.12 table 13 in  Vol. I I ,  P130-131.
243. See P90.
244. On th is  inner group, see P58-59.
245. Boyd and his kin (and his protege Thomas Crawford) obtained properties from 
archbishop Boyd (e .g . see RMS, iv , nos. 2199, 2937; RSS, v i i i ,  nos. 1089, 1095
and 1376) but presumably not enough, as the attack on Lochwood manse suggests:
see P130n.218.
246. Scots Peerage, v, 160.
247. See Appendix 2.26 in  Vol. I I ,  P237-258.
248. SRA C1/1/2 ff2v , 3r. On the Whitsun elections see P48-50 . On Hegate see P101.
On Graham and Wilson see Appendix 2.26 in Vol. I I ,  P237-258.
131
249. On the b ailiesh ip  of the re g a lity  see Appendix 1.1 in  V o l . I I ,P 2 - 5 .  The exact 
date of Minto's appointment is  not known because of a gap between f 19 and f20 
of the 1581-86 act book (SRA MS C 1/1/2). He is  f i r s t  mentioned acting as 
provost at a court held on 17 November 1581 ( ib id . , f24v).
250. See Appendix 2.11 and 2.12 (tables 7 and 8) in  Vol. I I ,  P90-91, 111-116.
251. On 21 June 1581: SRO MS CC8/8/10 f210v.
252. RPC, i i i ,  419.
253. John Spottiswoode, History of the Church of Scotland, ed. M. Russell, 3 vo ls ., 
(Spottiswoode Society, 1851-1865), [hereafter c ited  as Spottiswoode, H istory], 
i i ,  281-282.
254. Glas. Rees., i ,  89.
255. Calderwood, H istory, i i i ,  577-579.
256. Ib id . , i i i ,  595.
257. Spottiswoode, H istory, i i ,  287; RPC, i i i ,  490. Among the la ird s  involved in
th is  incident was Edward Cunninghame whose father John Cunninghame of Drumquhassil 
was one of the Ruthven raiders: RPC, i i i ,  507n.
258. Calderwood, H istory, i i i ,  603,604, 619; BUK, i i ,  565.
259. BUK, i i ,  571-573.
260. Spottiswoode, H istory, i i , 287-288; Calderwood, H istory, i i i ,  621. I t  would be 
in teresting  to know how the k irk  session responded to these incidents since i t  
would have included, besides ministers and college representatives (among them 
probably Hay and Smeaton), the b a ilies  ex o f f ic io . However,although the 
extant records of the session do not commence u n til November 1583,see Appendix
2.26 in Vol. I I ,  P237-258.
261. Glas. Rees., i ,  94.
262. On 10 June 1582 by Mr John Davidson at Libberton: Calderwood, H istory, i i i ,  621.
263. BUK, i i ,  578; Calderwood, H istory, i i i ,  626; Spottiswoode, H istory, i i ,  289.
264. Donaldson, Scotland, James V -V II, 178; Scots Peerage, v, 356. On the effects  
of th is  coup on the bailiesh ip  of the reg a lity  see Appendix 1.1 in  Vol. I I ,  P4.
265. BUK, i i ,  594-595.
266. RPC, i i i ,  496-497.
267. Ib id . , 528 (in  November 1582).
268. Glas. Rees., i ,  97-98.
269. See Appendix 2.12 tables 7-9 and 16 in  Vol. I I ,  P111-119, 139-142. Compare also 
table 17, Vol. I I ,  P143-145. S im ilarly , while earl Esme retained 63% of the council 
which he purged, his predecessor in 1578 retained only 48% of the 1577-78 council. 
These percentages are of course misleading because of the d iffe re n t sizes of the
132
councils concerned, but the comparison holds good for the councils discussed here 
which were of s im ilar s ize.
270. Calderwood, H istory, i i i ,  598; Appendix 2.12 table 9 in Vol. I I ,  P117-119.
271. Namely Colin Campbell, Gavin Graham, Archibald Hegate, William Hegate, Hector 
Stewart and Malcolm Stewart. Of the others involved (see P109), b a ilie  John 
Graham younger and John Muir were only accused of consorting with Montgomery a fte r  
his excommunication and th e ir fate is  unclear. See BUK, i i ,  590, 591, 597-600, 604.
272. RPC, i i i ,  606-607.
273. Glas. Rees. , i ,  105. Minto returned as a councillor in October 1584 but on his 
position as depute b a ilie  of the reg a lity  see Appendix 1.1 in  Vol. I I ,  P4-5. On 
Montrose see Scots Peerage, v i,  231-234.
274. See Appendices 2.11, 2.12 (tables 9 and 10, and see also tables 16 and 17) and
2.26 in Vol. I I ,  P93, 117-123, 139-145, 237-258.
275. Scots Peerage, v, 357. Esme had died in France two months previously: ib id .,  356.
276. RPC, i i i ,  614. See Appendix 1.1 in  Vol. I I ,  P5.
277. RPC, i i i ,  489n.
278. RSS, v i i i ,  no. 1431.
279. APS, i i i ,  292-296, 301, 303-304 and 311-312 (the annulment of Montgomery's 
excommunication). Nonetheless with respect to that annulment i t  included the proviso 
that the bishops and commissioners to be appointed by the crown 'fo r  deprivatioun of
ony unworthie in  the charge s a il try  the said Mr. Robert in  a l l  uther thingis that
may be la y it  to his charge', a comment which shows the crown's indifference to 
Montgomery's future.
280. Glas. Rees., i ,  108-109.
281. Ib id . ,  112-113, 117.
282. In eeclesiastical matters Montgomery remained a cipher. Thus, while the presentations 
to benefices during the 1570s re fe r to archbishop Boyd's role in examining the
prospective candidates, p ractica lly  none of the presentations of the 1580s, e ither
before or a fte r May 1584, name Montgomery. See RSS, v i i i ,  where only nos. 548, 554
and 2125 re fer to him and only no. 800 names him.
283. Scots Peerage, v, 188-189.
284. Appendix 2.12 table 17 in Vol. I I ,  P143-145.
285. Ib id . and Appendix 2.26 in Vol. I I ,  P237-258.
286. SRA MS C1/1/2 f200r.
287. Glas. Rees., i ,  117.
288. See Appendix 2.12 table 12 in Vol. I I ,  P128-129.
289. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f80r.
290. See Appendix 2.26 in Vol. I I ,  P256-257.
133
291. Donaldson, Scotland, James V -V II, 187, 199.
292. RMS, v, no. 903; Spottiswoode, H istory, i i ,  375.
293. Watt, F a s ti, 151.
294. APS, i i i ,  431-437.
295. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  451-452.
296. Glas. Rees. , i ,  144.
297. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  p.dexxxv.
298. The subjects conveyed to Walter Stewart in  1587 were erected in to  a lordship in  
1591: Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  227-242.
299. APS, iv , 38; Glas. Rees., i ,  157, 170 (1594 and 1595).
300. Glas. Rees., i ,  181, 197, 213, 225 (1596, 1599, 1600 and 1601).
301. See P88.
302. Glas. Rees., i ,  234-235.
303. Ib id . , 269-270.
304. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  283. U n til 1638 and the abo lition  o f episcopacy the 
archbishops retained th is  r ig h t. In 1639 and 1640 the town took i t  upon i t s e l f  
to e lect the provost and b a ilie s  (Glas. Rees., i ,  404-405, 422) but a fte r  an act 
of Parliament of November 1641 the choice of provost became subject to the duke
of Lennox's consent (APS, v, 412), a situation  which persisted u n til the return
of episcopacy in  1662 when the method used prior to 1639 was reintroduced 
(Glas. Rees., i i ,  493). Glasgow f in a lly  obtained the rig h t to e lect i ts  
magistrates through a le t te r  issued by William I I I  on 19 September 1689 and a 
charter granted on 4 January 1690 (Glas. Chrs., i i ,  235-239).
305. M. Lynch, Edinburgh and the Reformation, (Edinburgh, 1981), 163, 232-258 passim; 
Lynch in SESH, iv  (1984), 9.
306. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  p p .d exxx iii-v i.
307. RCRB, i ,  173-174. Glasgow was ninth in  1557: ib id . , 526.
134
CHAPTER I I I  
THE BURGH COURT: 1574-86
1. In troduction
The a u th o r i ty  exerc ised by the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c ils  o f  burghs
was both j u d i c i a l  and a d m in is t ra t iv e .  In  the medieval and e a r ly  modern
per iod  the records r e f l e c t  the fa c t  th a t  the re  was no c le a r  demarcation
between these fu n c t io n s .  Thus ' a l l  manner o f  burghal proceedings . . .
might be entered toge the r  in  the same book so th a t  i t  i s  hard to  guess
in  what capac ity  a m ag is tra te  or a group o f  burgesses acted : t h i s  s ta te
o f  a f f a i r s  i s  no a c c id e n ta l outcome o f  c l e r i c a l  s lo ve n l in e ss  -  i t  i s
1
symptomatic o f  the t im e s . '
This phenomenon i s  r e f le c te d  in  the two e a r l i e s t  s u rv iv in g  ac t books 
o f  the burgh o f  Glasgow, covering  the per iod  1574 to  1586.2 The 
a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  as a co u r t  and as an 
a d m in is t ra t iv e  body were recorded by the c le rk s  in  a s imple 
ch ro n o lo g ic a l o rder which a t f i r s t  s ig h t  appears to  make no d i s t i n c t i o n  
between these d i f f e r i n g  fu n c t io n s .  Nonetheless c lose  in sp e c t io n  
revea ls  th ree  main ca tego r ies  o f  meetings.
F i r s t l y  there  were the s i t t i n g s  o f  the burgh co u r t  which were
presided over by the provost and/or one or more o f  the b a i l i e s  (each
m ag is tra te  present being named), w i th  the dempster in  attendance.
These ' c u r i a l '  meetings were a l l  p re f ix e d  by a heading such as 
'The cou r t  o f  the burght and c ie t i e  o f  Glasgw 
ha ld in  in  the to lb u y th t  t h a i r o f  be honorable men 
George E lph ins toun , A rch iba ld  Lione and James
Flemyng b a i l l i e s  t h a i r o f ;  the s u t is  c a l l i t ;  the
cou r t  c o n fe rm it ;  dempstare, James S p e i r . ' 3 
The burgh cou r ts  tended to  be held weekly a t  the to lb o o th  on Tuesdays 
and F r idays  and the m a jo r i ty  (though not a l l )  o f  the business w ith  
which they d e a lt  can be described as j u d i c i a l .  I t  i s  a lso known th a t  
these s i t t i n g s  were held between 11 a.m. and 12 noon fo r  when in  May 
1576 W il l iam  Hegate appeared before  the co u r t  to  o b jec t  to  the se rv ice  
o f  George E lph ins tone to  c e r ta in  lands he po in ted  out th a t  i t  'wes 
betw ix x i  and x i i  and w i th in  the hour o f  caus' and the m ag is tra tes
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agreed to  hear h is  com pla in t 'becaus he comperit b e fo i r  x i i  hours
4
no tw ith s tan d in g  the se rv ice  p a s t . '
S im i la r  in  fu n c t io n  were what might be c a l le d  ' g u a s i - c u r ia l '
meetings. These were minuted w ith o u t a form al heading. Instead the
date was given and beneath th a t  the e n try  began w ith  a phrase such as
' th e  q u h i lk  daye in  presens o f  ane noble and potent lo rd  Robert lo rd
Boyde provest o f  Glasgw and W il l iam  Conynghame ane o f  the b a i l l i e s  o f  
5the samyn.' The main d i s t i n c t i o n  between the ' c u r i a l '  and 'q u a s i-  
c u r i a l '  s i t t i n g s  was th a t  a t  the l a t t e r  the dempster was not present and 
no cou r t  was confirm ed. Otherwise these two types o f  meetings were 
s im i la r  in  so fa r  as the type o f  business transacted  a t each was the 
same. I t  would thus appear th a t  the ' q u a s i - c u r ia l ' meetings were 
ex tra o rd in a ry  j u d i c i a l  s i t t i n g s  held by the m ag is tra tes  under some form 
o f  delegated powers.
T h i rd ly  there  were the meetings o f  the c o u n c i l .  These were
obv ious ly  more a d m in is t ra t iv e  in  c ha rac te r ,  a lthough i t  should be
stressed that, ju s t  as the cou r t  could from time to  time promulgate
a d m in is t ra t iv e  measures, the minutes o f  these meetings sometimes
inc luded j u d i c i a l  business. L ike  the 'q u a s i - c u r ia l '  meetings the date
was given fo llowed by a phrase such as ' th e  q u h i lk  daye the b a i l l i e s  and
counsale ' or ' th e  q u h i lk  daye the prouest, b a i l l i e s  and c o u n s a le . '6 The
la te r  r u b r ic  o f  ' I n  the counsalhous being c o n v e n i t '7 was never used and
those present were not in d iv id u a l l y  named. Examination o f  these e n t r ie s
shows th a t  the co u n c i l  tended to  convene not on Tuesdays and F r idays  ( the
cou r t  days) but on Wednesdays and e s p e c ia l ly  Saturdays. However i t s
meetings were in fre q u e n t  and in  December 1581 i t  was found necessary to
pass an ac t s t ip u la t in g  th a t  ' th e  auld ac t teuch ing the convenyng o f  the
8
counsa ll i l k  S e t t i r d a y '  was to  be observed. Yet the minutes suggest 
th a t  t h i s  ac t had l i t t l e  i f  any e f f e c t .  This fac t,  combined w ith  the 
less  formal manner in  which c o n c i l i a r  business was recorded, suggests th a t  
the a d m in is t ra t io n  regarded i t s  c o n c i l i a r  fu n c t io n s  as being less  
im portan t than i t s  j u d i c i a l  d u t ie s .  I t  i s  a lso  s ig n i f i c a n t  th a t  in  these 
act books the m a jo r i ty  o f  e n t r ie s  are ' c u r i a l '  and 'q u a s i - c u r ia l '  ra th e r  
than c o n c i l i a r  or a d m in is t ra t iv e .  In  fa c t  these volumes are e s s e n t ia l ly  
act books o f  the burgh cou r t  w i th  some town c o u n c i l  m inutes, and i t  was 
not u n t i l  1609-1610, in  what appears to  have been a re o rg a n is a t io n  o f
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the a d m in is t ra t io n  th a t  the c u r ia l  and c o n c i l i a r  aspects o f  the burgh 's
9
governance began to  be recorded sepa ra te ly .
Thus the format o f  the la te  s ix te e n th  century  records r e f l e c t s  the 
fa c t  th a t  the burgh c o u r t  was the prime organ in  the a d m in is t ra t io n .
The reasons were h i s t o r i c a l .  Although very few medieval burgh records 
su rv ive  fo r  G lasgow ,it  i s  almost c e r ta in  th a t  the co u n c i l  grew out o f  
the burgh c o u r t 's  'doussane' or assize which i s  known to  have been 
ope ra t ive  in  the th i r te e n th  cen tu ry .  Developments such as t h is  can be 
traced in  o the r burghs ( f o r  example Peebles) and, as w i l l  be 
demonstrated l a t e r ,  the re  i s  some evidence in  the Glasgow records o f  
the 1570s and 1580s th a t  the c o u n c i l  o cca s io n a l ly  adopted a j u d i c i a l  
ro le ,  ak in  to  i t s  antecedents in  an e a r l i e r  a s s iz e .10
Before examining the ro le  o f  the cou r t  in  the la te  s ix te e n th  
century  i t  i s  u se fu l to  examine i t s  e a r l i e r  h is to r y  w ith  a view to  
de term in ing i t s  p lace in  the j u d i c i a l  h ie ra rch y  o f  Scotland and the type 
o f  law which i t  dispensed.
2. The ea rly  development o f the burgh court o f Glasgow
Glasgow was a burgh whose supe r io r  was the bishop o f  Glasgow. Thus 
the cou r t  o f  the burgh was a b ish o p 's  c o u r t .  Yet i t  was a lso  a k in g 's  
c o u r t ,  a d m in is te r in g  on b e h a lf  o f  the crown the law o f  the land to  the 
in h a b i ta n ts  o f  the burgh, t h is  i n d i r e c t l y  r e f l e c t in g  the fa c t  th a t  the 
b ishops ' p o s i t io n  as s upe r io rs  was i t s e l f  dependent on the crown. This 
d u a l i t y  in  the c o u r t 's  s ta tu s  can be best demonstrated when i t  is  
re c a l le d  th a t  i t s  m ag is tra te s ,  the provosts  and b a i l i e s ,  were 
appointees o f  the b ishops; yet when in  1581 John Rid, a messenger, was found 
g u i l t y  o f  an assau lt  on one o f  the burgh 's  o f f i c e r s ,  he was ordered to  
'ask the p ro u ie s t  b a i l l i e s  and counsales fo rg i fn e s  . . .  and confess h is  
o ffence done to  the K ing is  M a ies t ie  in  t h a i r  persoun and as h is  Jugeis 
and m a g is t r a t i s . ' 11
Glasgow's burgh cou r t  was thus, in  theory  a t le a s t ,  p r im a r i l y  a 
k in g 's  c o u r t .  As such i t s  s ta tu s  was s im i la r  to  th a t  o f  the cou r ts  
ope ra t ing  in  k in g 's  burghs but, whereas they were sub jec t to  the 
supe rv is ion  o f  the k in g 's  chamberlain who had an a pp e lla te  j u r i s d i c t i o n
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12in  c i v i l  cases emanating from these burghs, the supe rv is ion  o f
13
Glasgow's c o u r t  was in  the hands o f  the b ishops. Otherwise i t  was
s ub jec t  to  the same c o n s t ra in ts  as the cou r ts  o f  k in g 's  burghs. The
in t r u s io n  o f  s h e r i f f  cou r ts  in  the a f f a i r s  o f  burgesses was the sub jec t
o f  com pla in ts  from k in g 's  burghs from time to  t im e ,14 a lthough some o f
these burghs e v e n tu a l ly  obta ined from the crown g ran ts  o f  s h r ie v a l
15j u r i s d i c t i o n  (Perth  in  1394 and Edinburgh in  1482). Glasgow obtained
no such p r iv i le g e  and i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  dur ing  the 1570s and 1580s cases
16before i t s  c o u r t  could be t ra n s fe r re d  to  s h e r i f f  co u r ts .  Both burgh
courts  and s h e r i f f  cou r ts  were i n f e r i o r  to  the k in g 's  ju s t ic e s  in  ayre
who, a lthough they had some c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  were concerned p r im a r i l y
w ith  the execu tion o f  c r im in a l  j u s t i c e ,  p a r t i c u la r l y  in  cases in v o lv in g
17pleas reserved to  the crown. In c i v i l  cases the u l t im a te  cou r t  o f
18appeal was the k ing  in  Council or in  P a rl iam ent.
What type o f  law was adm in is tered in  the burgh cou r t  o f  Glasgow?
The e a r l i e s t  evidence fo r  the type o f  law a p p l ic a b le  to  burghs i s
derived  from severa l sources, the most im portan t o f  which i s  the Leges
Quattuor Burgorum, a c o l le c t io n  o f  enactments from the time o f  David I
to  Alexander I I I  which was compiled probably fo r  use in  Berwick but
which, desp ite  i t s  t i t l e ,  had no o f f i c i a l  n a t io n a l  s tand ing . Yet i t  i s
im portan t s ince i t  i s  ev iden t th a t  t h is  ' jum ble  o f  subs tan t ive  ru le s  and
procedura l t e c h n ic a l i t i e s  w ith  a sm atte r ing  o f  economic le g is l a t i o n '
19re c o rd s th e  laws then ope ra t ing  in  the burghs. These laws developed 
over the c e n tu r ie s ,  whether through lo c a l  in n o v a t io n ,  the purchase o f  
more comprehensive ch a r te rs  or the in te rv e n t io n  o f  Parl iam ent. While 
these laws s p e c i f i c  to  the burghs were more f l e x i b le  than the feudal 
laws ope ra ting  in  the landward areas, being designed to  g ive  the 
burgesses freedom in  t h e i r  persons, possessions and t ra n s a c t io n s ,  the 
burghs a lso  adm in is tered the w ider 'n a t io n a l '  laws as they impinged 
upon t h e i r  in h a b i ta n ts .  Broadly speaking, the bas is  o f  burgh law was 
the maintenance o f  good neighbourhood or v i c i n i t a s , the o b je c t  o f  which 
was to  enable these commercial communities to  fu n c t io n  e f f e c t i v e ly  under 
the p ro te c t io n  o f  the k in g 's  peace. This might be achieved in  a number 
o f  ways, most obv ious ly  through the punishment o f  p e rp e tra to rs  o f  
' t r u b la n s '  and 'w rangs ',  the e f f i c i e n t  recovery o f  debts and the 
se tt lem en t o f  p rope rty  d ispu tes ,  and in d i r e c t l y  (but no le ss  im p o r ta n t ly )  
through the re g u la t io n  o f  burgage tenure , the supe rv is ion  o f  the en try
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o f  burgesses and the p re se rva t io n  o f  the m onopo lis t ic  p r iv i le g e s  o f  the 
merchants and craftsmen aga ins t unfreemen and s trange rs .
During the medieval per iod  occasiona l re fe rences to  the a c t i v i t i e s
o f  Glasgow's burgh cou r t  are to  be found. Although i t  can be assumed
th a t  the cou r t  was invo lved  in  a l l  the types o f  business enumerated
above, the s u rv iv in g  evidence tends to  concentra te  on m atters which f a l l
w i th in  the sphere o f  burgage tenure . Typ ica l i s  a cha r te r  o f  1268
whereby Robert o f  Mithyngby conveyed c e r ta in  lands to  Master Reginald
Irewyn. The preamble records how the conveyance was compelled by the
g ra n to r 's  poverty  and th a t  he had sought and obtained the perm ission o f
h is  daughter and he iress  fo r  the sa le ,  a d v e r t is in g  h is  proposal ' i n  the
cou rt  o f  Glasgow a t th ree  head courts  o f  the year and a t o ther cou rts
20
o f te n ,  according to  law and the custom o f  the b u rgh '.  A number o f
p o in ts  in  t h is  document are o f  in te r e s t .  F i r s t l y  the n a r ra t io n  as to
M ithyngby 's  poverty  and the advertisement o f  the conveyance 'acco rd ing
to  law' r e fe r  to  the s t r i c t  ru le s  app ly ing  to  the a l ie n a t io n  o f  burgage
prope rty  (which requ ired  p roo f  o f  f in a n c ia l  hardsh ip) and to  the
re g u la t io n s  regard ing  burgage tenure g e n e ra l ly  as described in  the Leges 
21Quattuor Burgorum. Thus Glasgow's cou r t  was a d m in is te r in g  laws common
to  o ther burghs. Secondly the s o p h is t ic a t io n  o f  the process, q u i te
apart from the re fe rence to  the customs o f  the burgh, in d ic a te s  th a t  the
burgh cou r t  had been in  ex is tence fo r  some t im e. Thus there  a lready
ex is ted  the d i s t i n c t i o n  between the head cou r ts  (presumably those o f
Yule, Easter and Michaelmas re fe r re d  to  in  la t e r  documents) and the more
re g u la r  s i t t i n g s  o f  the burgh c o u r t .  Indeed, a lthough no burgh cha r te rs
o f  founda tion  r e fe r  to  the es tab lishm ent o f  lo c a l  co u r ts ,  i t  i s  obvious
th a t  these commercial communities requ ired  some form o f  a d m in is t ra t io n
from the time o f  t h e i r  es tab lishm ent and in  a l l  p r o b a b i l i t y  t h is  was
provided by the burgh co u r ts ,  which were thus as o ld  as the burghs
themselves. The la s t  p o in t  to  be noted in  the Mithyngby c h a r te r  i s  the
re fe rence to  sasine having been granted coram p re p o s i t is  e t b a l l i v i s d e
Glasgu e t  x i i  burgensibus e t a l i i s  eiusdem c i v i t a t i s , th a t  i s ,  in  the
presence o f  the m ag is tra tes  and an assize or inquest ac t in g  on beh a lf
22o f  the c o u r t ,  an e a r ly  in d ic a t io n  o f  c o u r t  procedure.
This c h a r te r  and s im i la r  documents o f  the per iod  record an aspect 
o f  the burgh c o u r t 's  work which by the la te  s ix te e n th  century  ( i f  not
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much e a r l i e r )  had ceased to  be recorded in  i t s  ac ts .  The Leges
Quattuor Burgorum noted th a t  sasine given in  a burgh before witnesses
( in  e f f e c t  the assize observed in  the Mithyngby c h a r te r )  would be
s u f f i c i e n t  a lthough i t  was executed o u tw ith  the c o u r t ,  which suggests
th a t  t h is  was an in nova t io n  on an o ld e r  ru le  which had p re v io u s ly
23requ ired  such t ra n s a c t io n s  to  be e f fe c te d  in  the c o u r t .  Nonetheless,
a lthough sasines were e f fe c te d  o u tw ith  the cou r t  proper they were made
under the su pe rv is ion  o f  one or more o f  the b a i l i e s  to  emphasise th a t
the land conveyed belonged to  the burgh, i t s  supe r io r  and u l t im a te ly  to
the crown. Thus in  Glasgow the p rope rty  being conveyed was resigned
in to  the hands o f  the burgh b a i l i e  who then reconveyed i t  to  the
disponee in  the ac t o f  sas ine . For example, in  1434 S i r  W il l iam
Wyschard 'caused sasine and co rp o ra l possession to  be d e l iv e re d  and
given to  . . .  master P a t r ic k ,  by John Wyschard, then b a i l i e  o f  the sa id
24burgh and c i t y  o f  Glasgow.' The ceremony o f  sasine was performed on
the lands concerned and was executed in  a symbolic manner. F requently
the act o f  sasine was accompanied by the phrase u t moris es t burgorum,
the method va ry ing  from 'a penny in  the hand' to  the more usual t ra n s fe r
25o f  ea rth  and stone to  s ig n i f y  the ac t .
These ac ts  were performed before witnesses but fo r  g rea te r
s e c u r i ty  they were a lso  recorded, o cca s io n a l ly  in  the cou r t  act book
i t s e l f  or more f re q u e n t ly  in  the p ro to c o l books mainta ined by the
n o ta r ie s  p u b l ic .  These va r ied  in  con ten t,  depending on the p a r t i c u la r
voca tion  o f  the no ta ry  concerned. The e a r l i e s t  s u rv iv in g  p ro to c o l book
r e la t in g  to  the Glasgow area is  th a t  o f  Cuthbert Simon, 1499 to  1313,
who was chapter c le rk  o f  the diocese and whose book consequently covered
a wide range o f  m a te r ia l  both in  terms o f  i t s  sub jec t  m atter and i t s
26geographica l occurrence. The burgh c o u r t  however employed n o ta r ie s
p u b l ic  as c o u r t  c le rk s  and t h e i r  p ro to c o l books su rv ive  from 1347 u n t i l
27the commencement o f  the lo c a l  r e g is te r  o f  sasines in  1694. These in
theory covered a l l  p rope rty  t ra n s a c t io n s  w i th in  the burgh but in  1567
Parl iam ent, in  response to  a general com pla in t regard ing  f rau du len t
sasines e f fe c te d  in  burghs w ith ou t e i th e r  the b a i l i e s  or the c le rk s
being p resen t, ordered th a t  'na sesing be gevin w i th in  burgh o f  ony
maner o f  land or tenement w i th in  the samin in  ony tyme cuming bot be
28ane o f  the b a i l l i e s  o f  the burgh and the common c le rk  t h a i r o f . ' I t
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can probably be assumed th a t  a f t e r  t h is  date ( i f  not be fore) the 
Glasgow c le rk s  o f f i c ia t e d  a t sasines a longside the burgh b a i l i e s  and 
t h e i r  p ro to c o l books recorded most t ra n s a c t io n s  regard ing the
OQ
conveyance o f  p rope rty  w i th in  the burgh. These books thus form pa r t  
o f  the c o u r t 's  fu n c t io n s  p r io r  to  the commencement o f  the e a r l i e s t  
s u rv iv in g  cou r t  act book in  January 1574.
Nonetheless not a l l  the records o f  the fu n c t io n s  o f  the cou r t  proper
have been l o s t .  A few s t ra y  items su rv iv e .  Of p a r t i c u la r  note i s  a 
se r ie s  o f  decrees o f  1478-1479 concerning a waste tenement in  the 
Rottenrow out o f  which the v ic a rs  o f  the c h o ir  o f  Glasgow were due 
c e r ta in  annual re n ts .  As w ith  the Robert o f  Mithyngby ch a r te r  o f  1268 
t h is  a f fo rd s  another example o f  the ope ra tion  w i th in  Glasgow o f  the type
o f  law common to  o the r burghs. The method o f  recovering  p rope rty  which
had become so unproductive  th a t  i t  could not be d is t ra in e d  fo r  non­
payment o f  ren ts  was to  go to  the p rope rty  w ith  witnesses and a burgh 
o f f i c e r  and there  take ea r th  and stone from the land and present t h is  at 
th ree  successive head cou r ts  o f  the burgh. At the fo u r th  head c o u r t  i f
no payment had been rece ived the pursuer regained possession o f  the 
i u 30land.
This procedure was known as the process o f  re c o g n it io n  and on 27 
January 1478 the v ic a rs  o f  the c h o ir  o f  Glasgow in s t i t u t e d  t h e i r  
proceedings a t the Yule head cou r t  o f  the burgh by asking th a t  they be 
given earth  and stone o f  the p rope rty  in  Rottenrow. This was au thor ised  
and John o f  Monforde, sergeant o f  the c o u r t ,  d e l ive re d  earth  and stone 
to the v ic a rs '  p rocu ra to r  which was sealed before the court  ' e f t i r  the 
consuetude o f  the c i t e  in  s ik  t h in g is '  : thus ended 'th e  f i r s t  cou rt  
o f  reco g n ic io u n ' .  On 7 A p r i l  ( fa s te r  head co u r t )  and 13 October 
(Michaelmas head c o u r t )  the whole process was repeated. At the fo u r th  
c o u r t ,  held on 26 January 1479, i t  was confirmed th a t  proclamation had 
been ' c r y i t  a t  the merket cross oppynly warnand the la c h fu l  h e r i t a r i s  
or a y r is  o f  x l  dayis to  cum and pay the sa id  annue ll acht o f  the sa id 
tenement e f t i r  the forme o f  the law is  o f  the burgh' but th a t  no 
payment had been forthcom ing. The v ic a rs '  p rocu ra to r  then l e f t  the 
co u r t  which 'w a rd i t  and ry p ly  and w e i l  a v i s i t '  considered the m atte r .
The v ic a rs '  p rocu ra to r  was re c a l le d  and S i r  John Michelson, cou r t  
c le r k ,  a t  the command o f  the provost and b a i l i e s  au thor ised John
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N eilson , the cou r t  dempster, to  pronounce the 'dome' ( the  c o u r t 's  
d ec is io n )  th a t  S i r  Alexander H e r io t  as p rocu ra to r  to  the v ic a rs  'had 
la c h fu l l y  wonnyn and o b te n i t  the fo rs a id  tenement w ith  the p e r t in e n t is  
in  d e fa l t  o f  the payment o f  the annuel acht o f  the samyn'. H e r io t  asked 
fo r  acts  o f  the cou r t  and the r e s u l t in g  decreet was witnessed by ten 
named persons 'w i th  many o the r w itnesses s p e c ia l ly  c a l le d  and requ ired  to  
the p rem ises , ' probably the assize before which the case had been 
heard.31
The ex ten t o f  the burgh c o u r ts '  j u r i s d i c t i o n  depended on the
a u th o r i ty  delegated to  them by the sen io r  co u r ts .  The re g u la t io n  o f
burgage tenure in  a l l  i t s  aspects was c e n t ra l  to  t h e i r  fu n c t io n s .
However in  the 1540s burgh cou r ts  ceased to  be able to  deal w i th  cases
p e r ta in in g  to  h e r i ta g e ,  such as the reduc t io n  o f  in fe f tm e n ts .
P rev ious ly  such a c t io n s ,  depending on t h e i r  provenance, had proceeded
on a b r ieve  o f  r ig h t  competent before e i th e r  a burgh cou r t  or a s h e r i f f
c o u r t .  However in  the 1540s the Lords o f  Council and Session took over
ju r i s d i c t i o n  in  such cases from these lesse r  co u r ts .  One o f  the key
cases in  the process emanated from Glasgow. S i r  John Mason brought an
a c t io n  before the burgh cou r t  d is p u t in g  S i r  James C a ld w e ll 's  h e r i ta b le
r ig h t  to  c e r ta in  p r o p e r t ie s  in  the burgh. Fearing a reduc t ion  o f  h is
in fe f tm e n t ,  Ca ldwell p e t i t io n e d  the Lords o f  Council and Session th a t
the provost and b a i l i e s  ' ar na ju g is  competent th a re to  be ressoun th a t
the lo r d is  o f  counsal us is  to  tak the dec is ioun o f  a l l  a c t io u n is  o f
r e t r e t t i n g  o f  in fe f tm e n t is  e v id e n t is  or s e is in g is  to  thaim s e l f i s  and to
rem it  the same to  na u the r j u g i s . '  His p e t i t i o n  was successfu l and in
March 1546 the provost and b a i l i e s  were ordered to  proceed no fu r th e r  in  
32the case. By 1587 i t  was accepted th a t  the Lords o f  Council and 
Session were the most app rop r ia te  judges in  cases p e r ta in in g  to  
h e r i ta g e .33
Thus fa r  i t  has been argued th a t  a lthough Glasgow was a burgh o f  the 
b ishops, i t s  cou r t  was e s s e n t ia l l y  a k in g 's  cou r t  w i th  a j u r i s d i c t i o n  
s im i la r  to  th a t  enjoyed by the cou r ts  o f  burghs whose supe r io r  was the 
crown. That i s  to  say, i t  adm in is tered the law o f  the land and had 
extens ive  powers in  matters c i v i l  and c r im in a l  which might nonetheless 
be the sub jec t o f  appeal or advocation to  sen io r  crown cou r ts .  Yet 
even though the burgh cou r t  o f  Glasgow was p r im a r i l y  a k in g 's  c o u r t ,  i t
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was a lso  a cou r t  o f  the bishops : i t s  m ag is tra tes  were appointed by the 
bishops and the cou r t  governed the c h ie f  temporal possession o f  the 
b ishops. These possessions comprised severa l baron ies , among them the 
barony o f  Glasgow, surrounding the burgh .^  What was the burgh c o u r t 's  
r e la t io n s h ip  w i th  the barony cou r t  o f  Glasgow and the o ther cou r ts  o f  
the bishops?
In the j u d i c i a l  h ie ra rch y  b a ro n ia l cou r ts  were sub jec t to  the
supe rv is ion  o f  the s h e r i f f  who, on be h a lf  o f  the crown, was in s t ru c te d
to  ensure th a t  these cou r ts  were p rope r ly  c o n s t i tu te d  and d id  not exceed
t h e i r  powers.35 How fa r  t h is  app lied  to  the barony o f  Glasgow is  unknown
because o f  the lack o f  record evidence, but i t  has been suggested th a t
the r ig h ts  granted to  the bishops were very ex tens ive  and th a t
consequently ro y a l su pe rv is ion  through the s h e r i f f  was very l im i te d .
This b e l i e f  i s  based on a c h a r te r  o f  1241 to  the bishops o f  Glasgow
which i s  the f i r s t  known gran t o f  t h e i r  b a ro n ia l j u r i s d i c t i o n  (a lthough
i t  i s  probable th a t  they had enjoyed s im i la r  r ig h t s  s ince the time o f
David I ) .  By t h is  ac t the bishops were granted ' t h e i r  lands around
Glasgow . . .  and the land o f  the burgh and o ther lands belonging to  the
manor (manerium) o f  Glasgow . . .  in  f re e  fo re s t  fo re v e r . '  A grant ' i n
free  f o r e s t '  i s  be l ieved  to  have been the most extens ive  p r iv i le g e  in
use in  the th i r te e n th  cen tu ry ,  enabling the re c ip ie n t  to  have almost a l l
the r ig h ts  o f  j u r i s d i c t i o n  in  h is  own lands as were enforced by the k ing
36on the ro ya l demesne. I f  t h is  was so then the ch a r te r  o f  20 A p r i l  
1450 which ra ised  the b ishops ' j u r i s d i c t i o n  over t h e i r  lands in to  th a t  
o f  a r e g a l i t y  may not have meant in  re a l  terms such a s izeab le  gain as 
i s  sometimes supposed.
37 38Nonetheless t h is  c h a r te r  o f  1450 and i t s  co n f irm a t io n  o f  1476
d isc lo se  the ex ten t o f  the b ishops ' new r e g a l i t y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  and
con firm  the view th a t  by such grants  the crown granted as much as i t  
39could ever g ive .  In  the f i r s t  ch a r te r  the bishops were empowered to 
hold ' th e  c i t y  o f  Glasgow, barony o f  Glasgow and lands commonly c a l le d  
B ischop fo res t in  f ree  pure and unmixed r e g a l i t y '  w i th  a l l  the p r o f i t s  
be long ing to  these lands. In  a d d i t io n  t h e i r  le g a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  was 
de f ined . They were to  have
'homages, cou r ts  and t h e i r  issues, escheats, free  ish  
and e n t ry ,  b ludew its ,  hereye lds and marchets o f  women,
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w ith  f ree  fo re s t  and warren w ith  fe e s , f o r f e i t u r e s  
and anc ien t r ig h ts  consuetudes and customs and w ith  
ju s t i c e  and chamberlain ayres and t h e i r  issues . . .  
w i th  p i t  and ga llow s, sok, sak, t h o l ,  theme, 
in fa n g th ie f ,  o u t fa n g th ie f , hamesoken.' 40 
These extens ive  powers e f f e c t i v e ly  excluded the lo c a l  s h e r i f f s  as the 
c i v i l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  granted to  lo rd s  o f  r e g a l i t y  was equ iva len t  to  th a t
41
exerc ised by those ro y a l o f f i c e r s .  I t  would a lso  seem th a t  the 
b ishops ' r e g a l i t y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  a lso excluded the ju s t ic e s  in  ayre fo r  i t  
was not u n t i l  the co n f irm a t io n  c h a r te r  o f  1476 th a t  the fou r  pleas o f  
murder, rape, robbery and arson were s p e c i f i c a l l y  reserved to  the
42crown. Presumably dur ing  the preceding tw e n ty -s ix  years the Glasgow
bishops as lo rd s  o f  t h e i r  r e g a l i t y  had exerc ised these r ig h t s  (which 
43was not unknown) but t h is  can not be confirmed because o f  the absence 
o f  records.
Nonetheless the b ishops ' r e g a l i t y  j u r i s d i c t i o n  was cons ide rab le . 
Although the burgh o f  Glasgow was inc luded  in  the cha r te rs  o f  1241, 1450 
and 1476, i t  i s  u n l ik e ly  th a t  these g ran ts  to  the bishops m a te r ia l ly  
a f fec ted  the powers o f  the burgh cou r t  fo r  w h ile  the bishops could 
probably have delegated to  i t  the a u th o r i ty  now exerc ised by t h e i r  
r e g a l i t y  cou r t  i t  would appear th a t  they d id  not do so. Thus whereas 
the r e g a l i t y  cha r te rs  e f f e c t i v e ly  excluded the a u th o r i ty  o f  the s h e r i f f s  
from the r e g a l i t y  cou r t  i t  i s  known from la t e r  evidence th a t  s h e r i f f s
continued to  have the power to  withdraw cases from the burgh to  t h e i r
, 44 own c o u r t .
The burgh cou r t  d e a lt  w i th  cases a r is in g  in  the burgh and the 
r e g a l i t y  c o u r t 's  j u r i s d i c t i o n  covered ac t ion s  in v o lv in g  the 
in h a b i ta n ts  o f  the barony. In e v i ta b ly  however cases must have a r isen  
which invo lved  both townspeople and barony men. In  ac t ions  between 
in d iv id u a ls  the cou r t  o f  f i r s t  ins tance would be th a t  to  which the 
pursuer brought h is  com pla in t w h ile  in ,  fo r  example, a case r e la t in g  
to  a d is tu rbance in v o lv in g  both burgh and barony men the ac t io n  would 
probably f i r s t  be heard a t  the cou r t  in  whose t e r r i t o r i a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  
the a f f r a y  had occurred. Nevertheless there  may have been a tendency 
fo r  the burgh cou r t  to  be subord inated to  th a t  o f  the r e g a l i t y  i f  on ly 
because the l a t t e r ' s  powers were apparen tly  more ex tens ive , and there
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i s  some evidence from the 1570s and 1580s th a t  in  c e r ta in  ac t ion s  the
45r e g a l i t y  cou r t  may have had a supe r io r  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  C e r ta in ly  the two 
cou r ts  were o f te n  l in k e d  by a common m agis tracy. The bishops were lo rd s  
o f  the r e g a l i t y  but exerc ised t h e i r  powers through a b a i l i e .  This 
b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y  would sometimes act through a depute b a i l i e  and 
e i th e r  the b a i l i e  o r ,  more f re q u e n t ly ,  h is  deputy was o f te n  a lso  the 
provost o f  the burgh and th e re fo re  sen io r  m ag is tra te  in  the burgh 
c o u r t . 46 I t  i s  thus not u n l ik e ly  th a t  the burgh c o u r t  was open to  some 
in te r fe re n c e  from the r e g a l i t y  c o u r t .
However the b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y  was not the on ly  j u d i c i a l
o f f i c e r  o f  the bishops l i k e l y  to  in te r f e r e  w ith  the workings o f  the
burgh c o u r t .  Indeed the most in t r u s iv e  o f  these o f f i c e r s  may have been
the b ishops ' o f f i c i a l  who presided over the c o n s is to ry  cou r t  o f  the
diocese. This o f f i c e r ' s  s ta tu s  and powers increased to  those o f  an
o f f i c i a l  general o f  an archdiocese when the see o f  Glasgow became an
47a rchb ishop r ic  in  1492. Although dea ling  p r im a r i l y  w ith
c o n s is to r ia l  m atters ( r e la t in g  to  execu try ,  m atr im on ia l business, the
appointment o f  guardians e t c . )  and e c c le s ia s t ic a l  business (e s p e c ia l ly
w ith  regard to  te inds  and o ther revenues) the o f f i c i a l ' s  cou r t  a lso
a t t ra c te d  c i v i l  business. This was p a r t ly  because the church cou r ts
were, u n l ik e  t h e i r  c i v i l  coun te rpa rts ,  s ta f fe d  w ith  t ra in e d  lawyers.
More im p o r ta n t ly  the use o f  sworn pledges in  c i v i l  c o n tra c ts ,  and the
moral importance attached to  such oaths, gave the church (through the
o f f i c i a l ' s  c o u r t )  an in te r e s t  in  every agreement which was supported by
oath. Even i f  a co n tra c t  based on oath was not subsequently contested,
the o f f i c i a l ' s  cou rt  was a convenient place fo r  t ra n s a c t in g  such
business. Examination o f  s u rv iv in g  co n s is to ry  records o f  the Loth ian
co n s is to ry  cou rt  fo r  the per iod  1539 to  1551 has shown th a t  59% o f
cases were re la te d  to  c o n t ra c tu a l business or the recovery o f  debts
w h ile  the comparable f ig u re  fo r  the p r in c ip a l  o f f i c i a l ' s  cou r t  o f  the
48archdiocese o f  St Andrews was 25%.
Since Glasgow was a burgh o f  the bishops i t  i s  not s u rp r is in g  to  
f in d  th a t  the o f f i c i a l  appears to  have been c lo s e ly  invo lved  in  the 
a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the burgh c o u r t .  Thus in  the th i r te e n th  century severa l 
ex tan t cha r te rs  r e la t in g  to  p rope rty  in  the burgh were au then tica ted  not 
ju s t  w i th  the seal o f  the burgh community but a lso  w ith  the seal o f  the
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49b ishop 's  o f f i c i a l .  Just as the k in g 's  chamberlain supervised the
k in g 's  burghs, the bishops o f  Glasgow may have copied t h is  system and
given t h e i r  chamberlains the a u th o r i ty  to  oversee the cou r t  and
a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  t h e i r  burgh, the more so in  view o f  the revenues
accru ing from the tow n .50 Yet the appending o f  the o f f i c i a l ' s  seal to
these ch a r te rs  suggests th a t  t h is  fu n c t io n  may have f a l l e n  to  th a t
o f f i c e r  in s tead . L ikew ise , ju s t  as the k in g 's  chamberlain had an
51app e lla te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over c i v i l  cases in  k in g 's  burghs, the o f f i c i a l  
o f  Glasgow seems to  have had s im i la r  a u th o r i ty  w ith  respect to  the burgh 
o f  Glasgow.
Evidence o f  some such form o f  appeal system is  fu rn ished  by an
in c id e n t  which occurred in  1510-11. A l la n  Leithame had been ordered by
the burgh court  to  pay a debt owed to  A rch iba ld  Watson. Leithame
refused and appealed to  the diocesan cou r t  o f  the o f f i c i a l .  The burgh 's
m ag is tra tes  reacted by f in in g  him 8s. and entered a minute in  t h e i r  act
book de c la r in g  th a t  no c i t i z e n  should summon another c i t i z e n  before  a
s p i r i t u a l  judge in  any matter which could be competently heard before
the burgh c o u r t .  How i r r e g u la r  Leithame1s appeal was i s  unknown, but
desp ite  the support o f  Matthew e a r l  o f  Lennox, the p rovos t, the power o f
the s p i r i t u a l  cou rt  was upheld : on 16 January 1511 Lennox as p rocu ra to r
fo r  the b a i l i e s  was ordered to  appear before the archbishop and h is
chapter and p u b l ic ly  resc ind  the burgh c o u r t 's  dec is io n .  I f  no th ing
e lse  t h is  ac t io n  shows th a t  f r i c t i o n  between the c i v i l  and the s p i r i t u a l
a u th o r i t ie s  was not unknown and suggests th a t  the burgh cou r t  was held on
52a t i g h t  re in  by the su p e r io r .
Although t h is  in c id e n t  represents  the c le a re s t  example o f  the 
sub juga tion  o f  the burgh cou r t  to  another cou r t  belonging to  the bishop, 
o ther in d ic a t io n s  o f  the ' j u n i o r '  s ta tu s  o f  t h is  cou r t  are found in  i t s  
r e la t io n s  w ith  the u n iv e r s i t y ,  which had been founded in  January 1451 by 
Pope N icholas V, a t  the in s t i g a t io n  o f  bishop W il l ia m  T u rn b u l l .  Ten 
years la te r  bishop Andrew Muirhead as i t s  ch an ce llo r  gave to  the re c to r  
a l l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  in  any d ispu tes , c i v i l  or c r im in a l ,  which might a r is e  
between the supposts o f  the i n s t i t u t i o n ,  or between them and the 
burgesses or o ther sub jec ts  o f  the b ishop. The c h a r te r  added th a t  ' i n  
such causes between the supposts o f  our u n iv e r s i t y  i t  s h a l l  be in  the 
op t io n  o f  the accused before what judge he s h a l l  choose to  answer,
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53whether before  the r e c to r  or our o f f i c i a l ' .  In  e f fe c t  the burgh court  
was to  have no ju r i s d i c t i o n  in  cases in v o lv in g  the c o l le g e 's  s tudents .
The most spec tacu la r  example o f  the e f fe c t  o f  t h is  occurred in  1670 when 
a student was accused o f  having murdered Janet W righ t,  servant to  
P a tr ic k  W righ t,  a gardener. Basing h is  a u th o r i ty  on the p r iv i le g e s  
granted in  1461, the re c to r  undertook to  t r y  the case h im s e lf .  A ju r y  o f  
f i f t e e n  found the accused not g u i l t y  but not before  they had sought from 
the u n iv e rs i t y  immunity from any com pla in t which might a r is e  th e re a f te r  
regard ing  t h e i r  r ig h t  to  hear the c a s e .54
The major e f fe c t  o f  the Reformation on the cou r ts  ope ra ting  in
Glasgow was the removal o f  the o f f i c i a l ' s  c o u r t .  The C a th o lic  bishops 
had exerc ised t h e i r  c o n s is to r ia l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  by v i r t u e  o f  powers vested 
in  them by the pope, but in  1560 Parliament decreed th a t  'na bischop nor 
u ther p re la t  o f  t h is  realme use ony J u r is d ic t io u n  in  tymes to  cum by the 
sa id  bischop o f  Romeis a u t h o r i t y . '  55 In  some dioceses the conforming 
bishops continued to  exerc ise  t h e i r  c o n s is to r ia l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  but 
elsewhere these fu nc t ions  were probably f u l f i l l e d  by the superin tendents  
and the k i r k  sessions.56 M atters were reso lved in  December 1563 when the
P r iv y  Council decided th a t  commissaries should be es tab l ishe d  to
exerc ise  c o n s is to r ia l  j u r i s d i c t i o n . 57 Between 1564-66 the new system 
became ope ra t ive .  Local commissariats based on the o ld  dioceses and 
t h e i r  subd iv is ions  and i n f e r i o r  to  a new Commissary Court o f  Edinburgh 
were es tab l ishe d , w h ile  f i n a l  appeal was to  re s t  w ith  the Court o f  
Sess ion .58
In Glasgow, desp ite  the ac t o f  Parl iam ent o f  1560 re fe r re d  to  above 
and the f l i g h t  o f  the archbishop, the o f f i c i a l  genera l, A rch iba ld  
Beaton, continued to  adm in is te r  c o n s is to r ia l  ju s t i c e  u n t i l  a t  le a s t
591562, re-appearing as the lo c a l  commissary in  June 1564. His new 
ju r i s d i c t i o n  was s im i la r  to  th a t  which he had p re v io u s ly  adm in is te red, 
but the re  were m o d if ic a t io n s  which emphasised h is  change o f  s ta tu s .  He 
could s t i l l  deal w ith  c o n tra c tu a l business and he could prove minor 
testaments, but major testaments f e l l  w i th in  the rem it  o f  the Edinburgh 
commissaries who a lso had an exc lus ive  ju r i s d i c t i o n  regard ing 
m atr im on ia l cases.60 More im p o r ta n t ly ,  from the p o in t  o f  view o f  the 
burgh, he was no longer an o f f i c e r  o f  the burgh 's  supe r io r  w i th  an 
excuse fo r  in v o lv in g  h im s e lf  in  burgh business. P rev ious ly  in  charge
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o f  a cou r t  which had served the archdiocese he now presided over a 
cou r t  whose t e r r i t o r i a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  (and hence i t s  s ta tu s )  was much 
sm a lle r ,  a cou r t  which as p a r t  o f  a n a t io n a l  network o f  o ther 
commissariats had l i t t l e  excuse to  in te rvene  in  burgh a f f a i r s  unless 
in s t ru c te d  to  do so by the Edinburgh commissaries, a s i t u a t io n  which was 
ha rd ly  l i k e l y  to  a r is e .
Just as the Reformation had freed the burgh cou r t  from the
in te r fe re n c e  o f  the b ishop ' s co n s is to ry  c o u r t , i t  i n d i r e c t l y  strengthened
the burgh in  i t s  r e la t io n s  w ith  the u n iv e r s i t y .  As p a r t  o f  the o ld
e c c le s ia s t ic a l  system, the u n iv e r s i t y 's  a c t i v i t i e s  were in e v i t a b ly
d is rup te d  and although the ex ten t o f  the d is lo c a t io n  can not be e x a c t ly
determined, owing to  the lack  o f  record evidence, i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  had
a d ispu te  broken out between the u n iv e rs i t y  and the burgh c o u r t ,  the
u n iv e r s i t y  would have been in  no p o s i t io n  to  exe r t  the a u th o r i ty  o f  i t s
re c to r .  At t h is  time the co l leg e  was, in  the words o f  Queen Mary's g i f t
o f  1563, ' r a th e r  to  be the decay o f  ane V n iv e r s i t ie  nor ony wyse to  be
61r e k n i t  ane e s ta b l is s e t  fu n d a t io u n . ' Indeed the u n iv e rs i t y  became 
beholden to the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il  fo l lo w in g  t h e i r  g i f t  to  the 
c o l leg e  o f  var ious former church p ro p e r t ie s  in  1573, a g i f t  which in t e r
a l ia  se t out var ious in s t r u c t io n s  as to  how the co l lege  was to  be
62governed. I t  was perhaps in d ic a t iv e  o f  the post-Reformation 
r e la t io n s h ip  between the burgh and i t s  cou r t  on the one hand and the 
u n iv e rs i t y  on the o ther th a t  the u n iv e rs i t y  o f f i c e r ,  who p ro tec ted  the 
c o l le g e 's  in te re s ts  in  the burgh, was appointed by the m ag is tra tes  and 
c o u n c i l  o f  the burgh.63
Thus by the advent o f  the 1570s the o rg a n is a t io n a l  framework w i th in  
which the burgh cou r t  o f  Glasgow operated had been somewhat s im p l i f ie d .  
New church cou r ts  appeared in  the wake o f  the Reformation, the k i r k  
session and la t e r  the p resby te ry .  When the session became a c t iv e  in  
Glasgow i s  not known. In  a l l  l i k e l ih o o d  i t  was es tab l ishe d  in  the e a r ly  
1560s and c e r ta in ly  ex is ted  by 1574 although i t s  ex tan t records do not 
commence u n t i l  1583.64 I t  i s  c le a r  th a t ,  fo r  the execution o f  i t s  
decrees, the session depended on the coopera tion  o f  the burgh 
a u th o r i t i e s ,  p a r t i c u la r l y  the b a i l i e s  and the o f f i c e r s  o f  the burgh 
c o u r t .  In  terms o f  t h e i r  respec t ive  powers the burgh cou r t  was 
e v id e n t ly  the sen io r  p a r tn e r .  Whereas the o f f i c i a l ' s  co n s is to ry  cou r t
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and the burgh cou r t  had grown up s ide by s ide under the c o n t ro l  o f  the 
pre-Reformation bishops and the s ta tu s  and powers o f  the former had been 
g rea te r  than those o f  the burgh c o u r t ,  the k i r k  session and the la t e r  
p resbyte ry  (records o f  which do not commence u n t i l  1592)65 were 
innova t ions  o f  the post-Reformation per iod  which belonged to  a separate 
n a t io n a l  framework o f  e c c le s ia s t ic a l  cou r ts  based on the General 
Assembly and which had to  f in d  t h e i r  p lace w i th in  the e x is t in g  le g a l  
h ie ra rc h y .
One la s t  p o in t  may be made about the e f fe c t  o f  the Reformation on 
the s ta tu s  o f  the burgh c o u r t .  Even before 1560 the archbishops had 
been invo lved  in  d ispu tes w ith  the leaders o f  the burgh as to  t h e i r  
respec t ive  ro le s  in  the e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s .  S im i la r ly ,  the 
archbishops' powers regard ing the appointment o f  the sen io r  m ag is tra te ,  
the p rovos t,  had been eroded through the in f lu e n c e  o f  major lo c a l  
fa m i l ie s  and the crown, and t h is  development in  p a r t i c u la r  continued 
unabated in to  the post-Reformation pe r iod , w i th  the r e s u l t  th a t  dur ing  
the 1570s and 1580s the archbishops were supe r io rs  on ly  in  name, t h e i r  
p lace being taken by the c row n .66 So fa r  as the burgh cou r t  was 
concerned t h is  process, combined w ith  the removal o f  the o f f i c i a l ' s  
j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  had the e f fe c t  o f  s treng then ing  the c o u r t 's  p o s i t io n  as 
a cou r t  o f  the crown. These years th e re fo re  witnessed the beginnings 
o f  the separa tion  o f  lo c a l  ju s t i c e  and a d m in is t ra t io n  in  Glasgow from 
the in f lu e n c e  o f  the church, and t h is  move towards the s e c u la r is a t io n  
o f  the burgh 's  governance was completed in  1690 when the burgh f i n a l l y  
obta ined the r i g h t ,  on the a b o l i t i o n  o f  episcopacy, to  choose i t s  own 
m a g is t ra te s .67
3. The burgh court's  re la tio n s  w ith other 
courts in  the 1570s and 1580s
Despite the eros ion  o f  the archb ishops' in f lu e n c e ,  the burgh
remained sub jec t  to  the post-Reform ation s p i r i t u a l  and lay  su p e r io rs ,  
who a lso  continued to  adm in is te r  the r e g a l i t y  o f  Glasgow through a 
b a i l i e .  I t  has a lready been noted th a t  the provosts  o f  the burgh o f te n  
acted as deputies to  these b a i l i e s ,  or o cca s io n a l ly  as f u l l  b a i l i e s  o f  
the r e g a l i t y .  During the 1570s and 1580s t h is  p ra c t ic e  continued and
indeed provost Robert Lord Boyd acted as f u l l  b a i l i e  between 1573 and
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1577. He re ta ine d  the b a i l i e s h ip  u n t i l  1578 when i t  was res to red  to  the 
Lennox fa m i ly .  The rea fte r  the more usual p ra c t ic e  was reso rted  to ,  the 
b a i l i e s h ip  remaining in  the hands o f  the e a r ls  o f  Lennox but the ac tua l 
a d m in is t ra t io n  being c a r r ie d  out by the Stewarts o f  Minto as depute 
b a i l i e s .  The younger Minto (Matthew Stewart) served as provost between 
1581 and 1583. 68
Given the common magistracy p re s id in g  over the burgh cou r t  and the 
barony or r e g a l i t y  c o u r t  ( the  terms were used synonymously), the fa c t  
th a t  the r e g a l i t y  cou r t  almost c e r ta in ly  met in the burgh and i f  so 
probably a t the to lb o o th  which a lso served as the burgh cou r t  house, 
and th a t  there must have been considerab le  con tac t between townspeople 
and barony men which would g ive r is e  on occasions to  d ispu tes , i t  i s  
l i k e l y  th a t  these two cou r ts  probably had much business in  common. The 
r e g a l i t y  c o u r t 's  records are however lo s t  and any attempt to  de f ine  i t s  
r e la t io n s h ip  w ith  the burgh cou r t  depends e n t i r e l y  on occasiona l 
re fe rences found in  the act books o f  the burgh c o u r t .  These re ferences 
are in t r ig u in g  fo r  they c h ie f l y  take the form o f  what are in  e f fe c t  
minutes o f  the barony or r e g a l i t y  c o u r t .
Oh 23 A p r i l  1577 a cou r t  was held by provost Lord Boyd, George
E lph ins tone , burgh b a i l i e ,  and Mr Adam Wallace, former burgh b a i l i e  :
however Boyd was re fe r re d  to  in  the cou r t  heading not as provost but as
' b a i l l i e  p r i n c i p a l l '  o f  the barony w h ile  E lph instone and Wallace were
termed h is  deputies. Closer examination in d ic a te s  th a t  t h is  cou r t  was,
on the basis o f  i t s  date, the burgh 's  Easter head c o u r t .  Although i t
was not described as such, the business inc luded  a l i s t  o f  deforcements
and disobediences submitted by the c o u r t 's  o f f i c e r s ,  an item u su a l ly
69reported  to  head co u r ts .  A second example occurred on 24 June 1578. 
This time the minute heading, as was usua l,  described the s i t t i n g  as a 
burgh cou r t  and i t  was presided over by provost Crawford and b a i l i e  
Wallace. Several matters were d e a lt  w i th  in c lu d in g  a case o f  t h e f t .
The accused, James S y l ld e r to u n  'c o n te s t  the samyn in  presens o f  Mr 
Adame Walles ane o f  the b a i l l i e s  deputt o f  the ba ron ie ' and was banished 
from the burgh and the barony. This i s  cu r ious  s ince Wallace was q u i te  
c le a r l y  s ty le d  b a i l i e  o f  the burgh in  the co u r t  heading but as b a i l i e  
depute o f  the barony fo r  t h is  p a r t i c u la r  item .70 A t h i r d  example is 
found recorded on 12 January 1580. This time the minute heading was
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d i f f e r e n t ,  the s i t t i n g  being s ty le d  a cou r t  ' f o r  t r u b la n s ' .  I t  was
presided over by W il l iam  Cunninghame, b a i l i e  o f  the burgh, ' i n  presens o f
Matthew Steward o f  Mynto b a i l l i e  o f  the baron ie f e i r s a id  h is  barrone
c o u r t . ’ Two cases o f  assau lt  were heard. W il l iam  Rankin was accused
o f  having a ttacked C h r is t in e  K i lp a t r i c k ,  h is  step-mother, 'on yu le  day
l a s t . . .  w i th in  p ro c la m a t io n e . ' He confessed h is  g u i l t  and became ' i n
the b a i l l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t e i s  w i l l  t h e r f o i r . ' More s ig n i f i c a n t l y  the
other case invo lved  a d is tu rbance  pe rpe tra ted  by th ree  men 'y i s t i r d a y  . . .
in  the market tyme o f  day '.  Cautioners were appointed and, un ique ly ,
the unlaws le v ie d  on the c u lp r i t s  were ordered to  be d iv ide d  between
the r e g a l i t y  cou r t  and the burgh cou r t  : ' th e  unlaw is  a p p o yn t i t  to  the
b a i l l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t i e  x ls .  i l k  persone and to the b a i l l i e s  o f  the 
71towne v i i i s . '
This cou r t  ' f o r  t ru b la n s '  has a l l  the appearance o f  a j o i n t  s i t t i n g  
o f  the burgh cou r t  and the r e g a l i t y  c o u r t ,  and such was probably the 
case w ith  the examples o f  A p r i l  1577 and June 1578 quoted above, in  so 
fa r  as the m ag is tra tes  present acted in  a dual capac ity  rep resen t ing  one 
or o ther cou r t  depending on the nature o f  the case being heard. I t  i s  
p e r t in e n t  to  note however th a t  in  a l l  th ree  ins tances , in c lu d in g  th a t  
o f  1580 which was s p e c i f i c a l l y  re fe r re d  to  as a barony c o u r t ,  the court  
was fenced by the burgh c o u r t 's  dempster.
What then d id  the cases minuted a t these meetings have in  common 
which requ ired  ac t io n  by r e g a l i t y  o f f i c i a l s  which was then minuted in  
the burgh cou r t  act books? Since the rem it  o f  the burgh cou r t  covered 
the in h a b i ta n ts  o f  the burgh w h ile  th a t  o f  the r e g a l i t y  cou r t  embraced 
the men l i v i n g  in  the a d jo in in g  barony, the obvious s o lu t io n  is  th a t  
these were ac t ions  a r is in g  in  the burgh which invo lved  both tow nsfo lk  
and barony men. This c e r ta in ly  seems to  be t ru e  o f  the market 
d is tu rbance  d e a lt  w i th  in  January 1580.
Yet t h is  exp lana tion  i s  no t,  by i t s e l f ,  e n t i r e l y  s a t is fa c to r y .
Since townspeople and barony men must have come in to  frequent c on tac t ,  
why were more j o i n t  cou r t  meetings not requ ired? P u tt in g  i t  another 
way, i t  i s  h ig h ly  improbable th a t  d ispu tes  between in d iv id u a ls  from 
these respec t ive  areas arose so in f re q u e n t ly  in  a twelve year pe r io d .
As the c le rk s  tended not to  record where people l iv e d  i t  can be assumed
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th a t  many such cases are hidden in  the records o f  the ro u t in e  s i t t i n g s
o f  the burgh c o u r t .  The impression th e re fo re  p e rs is ts  th a t  the cases
heard by these th ree  courts  held in  1577, 1578 and 1580 were in  some way
s p e c ia l .  I f  these cases are compared w ith  those which norm ally  came
before the burgh c o u r t  i t  appears on f i r s t  s ig h t  th a t  there was noth ing
out o f  the o rd in a ry  about t h e i r  con ten t.  However i t  i s  poss ib le  th a t
the c r im in a l  items which came before these cou r ts  ( the  s i t t i n g  o f  A p r i l
1577 d e a lt  w i th  in t e r  a l i a  an assau lt  case; th a t  o f  June 1578 pronounced
banishment on a t h i e f ;  the January 1580 cou r t  considered a d is tu rbance
at the market and an a ssa u lt )  concerned ac t ion s  which not on ly  invo lved
barony men but which were, more im p o r ta n t ly ,  o f  a grave na tu re . I f  t h is
i s  c o r re c t  (and i t  i s  not u n l ik e ly )  i t  i s  equa lly  poss ib le  th a t  the
r e g a l i t y  cou r t  may have had a ju r i s d i c t i o n  supe r io r  to  th a t  o f  the burgh
cou r t  in  se r ious  cases, i r r e s p e c t iv e  o f  whether or not the p a r t ie s
inc luded  barony men. This theory i s  supported by another
re fe rence to  the r e g a l i t y  cou r t  found in  the burgh cou r t  records. On
20 March 1576 John Anderson, co rd in e r ,  was appointed su re ty  fo r  the
appearance o f  James Anderson, m i l l e r ,  before 'ane ju s t i c e  cou r t  o f  the
baron ie and r e g a l i t i e  o f  Glasgu fo r  the a l l e g i t  m u t i la t io u n  o f Cuthbert 
72B lakno d . ' The d ispu te  between Anderson and Blackwood, which amounted 
to  a running feud, can be traced back in  the burgh cou r t  m inutes .73 
Furthermore i t  arose from t h e i r  common involvement in  the farm o f  the 
town m i l l  and as farmers they must have been burgesses. Even i f  one or 
both were out o f  town burgesses dw e ll in g  in  the barony, the cou r t  o f  
f i r s t  ins tance before which they were i n i t i a l l y  accountable must have 
been the burgh c o u r t ,  and t h is  i s  confirmed by the e a r l i e r  minutes 
regard ing  t h e i r  d i f fe re n c e s .  In sho r t  i t  appears th a t  t h is  case was 
being t ra n s fe r re d  to  the r e g a l i t y  cou r t  fo r  cons ide ra t ion  not because 
the c u l p r i t  or h is  v ic t im  were barony men but because o f  the ser ious  
nature o f  the assau lt  pe rpe tra ted  by Anderson on Blackwood.
In  the absence o f  the records o f  the r e g a l i t y  cou r t  the p rec ise  
r e la t io n s h ip  between i t  and the burgh cou r t  is  l i k e l y  to  remain unc lear. 
However i t  would seem th a t ,  a lthough in  general t h e i r  respec t ive  rem its  
were based on the provenance o f  ac t ion s  and the s ta tu s  o f  the p a r t ie s  to  
those a c t io n s ,  the r e g a l i t y  cou rt  could ac t in  c e r ta in  c r im in a l  cases 
(and p oss ib ly  a lso in  c i v i l  a c t io n s ,  in  view o f  i t s  q u a s i-s h r ie v a l  
powers) as a sen io r  cou r t  to  the burgh c o u r t .
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The ' j u s t i c e  cou r t  o f  the baron ie and r e g a l i t i e  o f  G lasgu1
re fe r re d  to  in  the James Anderson case is  not to  be confused w ith  ' th e
74a i r  o f  thee r e g a l i t i e  o f  Glasgw' re fe r re d  to  in  a minute o f  1585. The 
former was the s u p e r io r 's  r e g a l i t y  cou r t  in  i t s  capac ity  as a c r im in a l  
cou r t75 but the l a t t e r  was the k in g 's  cou r t  o f  the ju s t ic e s  in  ayre.
These ju s t ic e s  had an ap p e lla te  j u r i s d i c t i o n  over i n f e r i o r  co u r ts ,  such 
as th a t  o f  the burgh o f  Glasgow, and a lso d e a lt  w i th  those pleas 
reserved to the crown namely murder, rape, robbery and arson. In 
a d d it io n  cases o f  treason were always reserved to  the crown, as a lso 
ac t ion s  in v o lv in g  accusations o f  fo rge ry  and c o in in g .76 Several minutes 
in  the 1570s and 1580s prov ide examples o f  cases being t r i e d  by the 
k in g 's  j u d i c i a l  o f f i c e r s .  The i l l u s t r a t i o n s  which fo l lo w  invo lved  
in h a b i ta n ts  o f  the burgh e i th e r  as defendants or cau t io ne rs .  In  each 
ins tance  they show the sub juga tion  o f  the burgh cou r t  to  the ro y a l w i l l .
In  the f i r s t  example, recorded in  October 1577, W il l iam  H i l l  became
c au t io ne r  fo r  the en try  o f  Robert H i l l  as p rocu ra to r  fo r  Thomas H i l l  ' t o
answer fo r  fa ls e  cunzie [ i . e .  c o in in g ]  v iz  th re  h a l f  merk pec is  in  ane
J u s t ic e  c o u r t  to  be h a ld  in  th e  [b la n k ]  th e  x x i i i i  daye o f  O cto b er
i n s ta n t  und ir  the pane o f  £ 1 0 0 . '77 S im i la r ly  in  May 1579 John Lyndsay
was ordered to  re l ie v e  David Lyndsay, b a i l i e  o f  the burgh, who had
become su re ty  fo r  the en try  o f  Thomas Lyndsay, l i t s t e r ,  in to  Edinburgh
78to lb o o th  to  answer fo r  the 's la u c h te r '  o f  A rch iba ld  McCawlay.
In  the above case the accused was to  appear a t the c a p i ta l  fo r
t r i a l  but the next example conta ins  a s p e c i f i c  re fe rence to  the ro ya l 
cou r ts  held l o c a l l y  dur ing  th e  p e r io d ic  v is i t a t i o n s  o f  th e  k in g 's  ju s t ic e s .  
This case a lso  c le a r ly  demonstrates how an a c t io n  which commenced in  the 
burgh could be withdrawn fo r  t r i a l  before the ro y a l ju s t ic e s .  On 11 
December 1584 a t a burgh cou r t  presided over by George E lph ins tone , 
W il l iam  Cunninghame and Robert Rowat, b a i l i e s  o f  the burgh, an a c t io n  
was brought aga ins t Mungo Wilson, W il l iam  P o l lo k ,  Robert P o llo k  (cooper) 
and Robert P o llok  (se rvan t o f  the l a i r d  o f  Over P o llo k )  on the one hand, 
and John Boyd and Robert Maxwell o f  Aikenhead on the o the r .  E v id e n t ly  
a d is tu rbance  had occurred in v o lv in g  these men, dur ing  which John Boyd 
had been shot and severe ly  wounded. In  response to  the seriousness o f  
the a f f a i r ,  cau t ione rs  were appointed to  ensure the appearance o f  the 
p a r t ie s  a t subsequent hearings, under the unusua lly  high pena lty  o f
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£500 each person in  the event o f  t h e i r  non-compearance. The minute then
records th a t  on the same day Alexander Cunningham, abbot o f  K i lw in n in g ,
complained th a t ,  as John Boyd 'was schote in  the [ k in e ]  w i th  ane b u l la t
and th a ir th ro w  in  p e r r e l l  o f  h is  l y f e  or a t t h e l e i s t  im p o te n t ' ,  the
c u lp r i t s  should be placed ' i n  sure f irm a n c e '.  The b a i l i e s  re p e l le d
th is  o b je c t io n  on the grounds th a t  'nane o f  the fo i r s a id s  personnes ar
79t r y i t  as y i t  to  be the s c h u ta r is  o f  the sa id  Jo h n . ' One month la t e r
finnew cau t ione rs  were appointed but on the 2 February 1585, when a l l
those invo lved  again appeared before the burgh b a i l i e s  (except Boyd who
was s t i l l  bedridden), John Smollet o f  K irk toun  a lso compeared and
produced ro y a l l e t t e r s  commanding the burgh m ag is tra tes  ' t o  decis and
ceas f ra  fe rd a r  p roce id ing  in  the sa id  trub lance  and to  continew the
samyne to  the t h r id  day o f  the a i r  o f  thee r e g a l i t i e  o f  glasgw or sonear
81vpoun ane xv day is  w a rn in g . ' Quite p oss ib ly  the powerfu l Boyd fa m ily  
in te r e s t ,  represented by the v ic t im  but a lso  probably by the abbot o f  
K i lw in n in g ,  had become d is s a t i s f ie d  w ith  the manner in  which the 
m ag is tra tes  were dea ling  w ith  the case. I t  i s  equ a lly  poss ib le  however 
th a t  the v ic t im  had died o f  h is  wounds and th a t  thus the case had become 
one o f  murder.
In  c i v i l  (and c r im in a l)  m atters the burgh cou r t  was sub jec t to
crown in te rv e n t io n ,  u su a l ly  in  the person o f  the s h e r i f f  who would
appear before the b a i l i e s  w ith  l e t t e r s  o f  advocation w ithdraw ing a case
to  e i th e r  the s h e r i f f  c o u r t ,  the ju s t ic e s  in  ayre or the Lords o f
Council and Session, though which o f  these sen io r  cou rts  was invo lved
was never s ta ted  in  the m inutes. For example on 13 October 1579
'com perit  Thomas Swyntoun s h e r i f f  in  th a t  p a r t  and
p ro d u c it  our soverane lo rd s  le t t e r s  o f  advocatioun in
the ac t ioun  persew it be Stene Glasgw aga ins t Thomas
Lowthian and d is c h a rg i t  the b a i l l i e s  to  proce id
82t h a i r i n t o  q u h i lk  the sa ids b a i l l i e s  o b e y i t . '
In  t h is  ins tance the nature o f  the case was not s p e c i f ie d ,  but an
e a r l i e r  example, o f  August 1579, re la te d  to  the no n -d e live ry  o f  an
ins trum ent o f  sas ine. As w ith  the example ju s t  quoted the cou r t  to
which the case was to  be t ra n s fe r re d  was not id e n t i f i e d .  However as
t h is  case seems to  have re la te d  to  h e r itag e  i t  i s  l i k e l y  th a t  i t  was
83being advocated before the Lords o f  Council and Session.
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When c r im in a l  and c i v i l  cases were t ra n s fe r re d  to  the ro y a l cou rts
a l l  those invo lved  ( the  p a r t ie s ,  t h e i r  cau t ione rs  and witnesses c a l le d  
\84by the p a r t ie s )  were sub jected to  the t ro u b le  o f  t r a v e l l i n g  to  the
sen io r  c o u r t .  Not s u r p r is in g ly  t h is  proved unpopular, but i t  was
poss ib le  to  ob ta in  exemptions from attendance. The common good
accounts o f  the per iod  con ta in  severa l la rge  payments made to  Robert
Lord Boyd fo r  h is  success fu l endeavours in  o b ta in in g  these l icences .
For example on 20 Ju ly  1576 a tun o f  wine was presented to  him (a t  a
cost o f  £73 6s 8d) fo r  'g e t t in g  ane exemptioun o f  the nych tbou ris  o f  the
toun fo r  abyding f r a  a l l  assys is  passing on, promeist to  him 
85t h a i r f o i r ' .  This exemption, dated 1 A p r i l  1576 and issued by the 
regent Morton,proceeded on the n a r ra t io n  th a t  severa l o f  the 
in h a b i ta n ts  o f  Glasgow 'a r  s ind re  tymes c h a rg i t  and t r u b l i t  to  compeir 
and pas vpoun a s s is s is  and in q u e is t is  la rge  space o f  the sa id  c ie t i e  in  
d iv e rs  ac t iouns and caussis to  t h a i r  la rge  expenssis and h inder o f  t h a i r  
l e f u l l  bes ines1. Consequently the ' b a i l l i e s ,  in h a b i ta n t is  and h a i l l  
communite' o f  Glasgow were to  be exempted ' f r a  ony compeirance or 
passing vpoun a s s is is  or in q u e is t is  in  quhatsumeuir a c t io n is  crymes and 
caussis b e fo i r  our ju s t i c e ,  s c h e re f f is ,  s te w a r t is  or v th e r is  judges 
w i th in .o u r  realme in  tyme cuming except in  a c t io n is  and crymes done and
O /
c o m m it t i t  w i th in  or th re  myles ou tw ith  the sa id  c i t i e . ' However, as 
the burgh accounts record th a t  the fo l lo w in g  year Lord Boyd was given 
another tun o f  wine (costed a t £66 13s4d) 'which was prom ist him fo r  
h is  g ra t i tu d e  done to  the toun in  ke ip ing  o f  thame f r a  syndry p a r t ic u la r  
r a id d is  to  the c o u r t ' ,  i t  would seem th a t  these l icences  had to  be 
obta ined every y e a r .87
The crown a lso c o n t ro l le d ,  to  a degree, when the burgh cou r t  was
pe rm it ted  to  meet. The th ree  head cou r ts  o f  Yule, Easter and
Michaelmas were preceded by recesses, the f i r s t  based no doubt on the
anc ien t f e s t i v i t i e s  associated w ith  the c e le b ra t io n  o f  the New Year,
the o thers  based on the need to  a l low  the in h a b i ta n ts  to  proceed w ith
the v i t a l  business o f  sowing and ha rves t ing  re s p e c t iv e ly .  Although
88these recesses were given the generic  t i t l e  ' f e r i a t  t im e ' ,  t h is  
expression was g en e ra l ly  used to  describe the harvest recess. The 
harvest was o f  course a n a t io n a l  a f f a i r ,  and t h is  recess which covered 
most o f  the months o f  August and September was the sub jec t o f  a ro ya l 
p roc lam ation . A l lu s io n  to  t h is  i s  found in  a minute o f  September 1580
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regard ing  an assau lt  which had occurred dur ing  the time o f  proc lam ation 
o f  'ou r sovereine lo r d i s  l e t t e r i s  o f  paking and p e l i n g ' . 89 Such a long 
recess was obv ious ly  inconven ien t in  a la rge  and t h r i v in g  community : 
breaches o f  the peace d id  not cease a t harvest t im e, nor was the need 
to  recover debts d im in ished. Consequently d ispensa tions were sought 
from the crown in  order to  a l low  the burgh cou r t  to  s i t  and severa l 
meetings minuted in  the act books confirm  t h is  fa c t .  To take August 
1574 as an example, on 3 August a cou r t  was held per dispensationem 
dominorum c o n s i l i i , on 6 August 'be d ispensatioun fo r  the f e r i a t  tym e ',  
on 10 August 'be d is p e n s a t io u n ',  on 13 August 'be d ispensa tioun o f  the 
l o r d i s '  and on 17 and 20 August 'be d is p e n s a t io u n ' .90 As these were 
e x tra o rd in a ry  s i t t i n g s ,  i t  would seem the p a r t ie s  to  cases being heard 
a t these cou r ts  could decide whether they wished the m atter to  be 
de fe rred  u n t i l  a normal c o u r t .  Thus on 2 September 1574 John Wylie 
accepted th a t  he owed James Bowe f i f t y  merks and agreed to  pay i t ,
91' renuncand the p re v i le g e  o f  the f e r i a t  tyme o f  h e rv e s t ' ,  but in  
August 1579 in  a case pursued aga ins t him by John Colquhoun o f  
K i lm erd inny , John Ross o f  Hanyng ' a l l e g i t  na proces su ld  be led now in  
respect o f  the f e r i a t  tyme' and the b a i l i e s  agreed to  continue ' th e  
e f f e c t . o f  the d ie t  as i t  i s  now to  the next law dayis e f t i r  
m ichaelmas.' 92
A fu r th e r  instance o f  the burgh c o u r t 's  p o s i t io n  v is - a - v is  the
crown and i t s  cou rts  i s  fu rn ished  by an in c id e n t  in  1581 when the
Adm ira lty  c o u r t 's  j u r i s d i c t i o n  in te rvened in  a lo c a l  m a tte r . O r ig in a l l y
the hearing o f  d isputes among sh ippers res ted  w ith  the m ag is tra tes  o f
the coas ta l burghs but w ith  the c re a t io n  o f  the o f f i c e  o f  High Admiral
o f  Scotland, probably in  the e a r ly  f i f t e e n t h  cen tu ry ,  and o f  the High
Court o f  A dm ira lty  in  Edinburgh, the Admiral obta ined the r ig h t  to  t r y
a l l  m arit im e cases throughout the coun try .  However i t  seems to  have
been the more normal p ra c t ic e  to  g ive lo c a l  m ag is tra tes  commissions
93empowering them to  deal w i th  these cases. These commissions may have 
been o f  a general na tu re , g iv in g  them a l l  powers save in  c e r ta in  
complex cases. C e r ta in ly  t h is  seems to  have been the case in  Glasgow 
by the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry .  Several minutes re la te  to  what might be
regarded as m aritime matters in  such a way as to  in d ic a te  th a t  the burgh
had f u l l  powers in  such cases. Nonetheless on 26 August 1581 the 
b a i l i e s  and co u n c il  convened 'a t  the e r n is t  sute and des ire  o f  the
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ry c h t  honorable W il l iam  Stewart o f  Monktoun' who, i t  was recorded, had
power o f  the ' k in g is a d m ira l l  and co m p tro l le r  . . .  to  serche and seike
and apprehend a l l  maner o f  p i l l e i t  waid brocht w i th in  the bu rgh '.
W il l iam  Howie and o thers  were accused o f  having t h is  wood in  t h e i r
possession and the m atter was then t r i e d  before the b a i l i e s ,  i t  being
concluded th a t  the wood should be taken up by Stewart o f  Monkton fo r
94
r e d is t r ib u t io n  among the o r ig in a l  owners. Unusually the minute
concluded by no t ing  th a t  the a d m ira l 's  re p re s e n ta t iv e  asked fo r
documents, not from the c o u r t ,  but from 'th e  h a i l l  counsale 
95
c o n v e n it . '
By the la te  f i f t e e n t h  century  the a b i l i t y  o f  le sse r  cou r ts  to
repledge cases in v o lv in g  t h e i r  s u i to rs  from the ro ya l cou r ts  was
recognised as an abuse. In 1488 as a f i r s t  step an a t ta c k  was made on
96the com para tive ly  weak rep ledg ing  powers o f  the burgh c o u r ts .  Thus, 
by the 1570s the subord inate  p o s i t io n  o f  Glasgow's burgh cou r t  in  
r e la t io n  to  the sen io r  ro ya l cou rts  was w e l l  de f ined , and no examples 
are found o f  cases being withdrawn from these ro ya l cou r ts  to  the 
burgh c o u r t .  However the minutes do record cases o f  re p le g ia t io n s  
e i th e r  to  or from the burgh cou r t  which demonstrate the re la t io n s h ip  
between the burgh cou r t  o f  Glasgow and i t s  peers and i n f e r io r s .
Examples o f  re p le g ia t io n s  to  Glasgow's burgh cou r t  are confined to
the 1580s and are to  be found recorded in  the burgh accounts. Those
fo r  1582-83 inc lude  a re ference to  a payment o f  £1 to  A rch iba ld  Hegate,
the town c le r k , f o r  h is  expenses in  t r a v e l l i n g  to  Pa is ley  to  repledge 
97James Anderson, w h ile  in  the fo l lo w in g  year Mr Adam Wallace, then
b a i l i e ,  was paid £2 ' t o  ryd tuo Hamiltoun fo r  the re p le g in  o f  certane
98persounes o f  t h is  to u n . '
A p p l ic a t io n s  from o ther cou r ts  to  repledge cases from the burgh 
are a lso  recorded in  the act books. One o f  the most in te r e s t in g  
examples occurred in  December 1575 and re la te d  to  an a c t io n  brought by 
Thomas Hutchison aga ins t David Moresoun in  S tockw ell fo r  non-payment o f  
an annual re n t .  Also present a t  the hearing was Robert Lindsay o f  
Dunrod 'as b a i l l i e  to  my lo rd  Sanct Johne o f  the h a i l l  t e m p i l l a n d is . ' 
The minute continued:
'and be ressoun the sa id  ac t ioun  concern is h is
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ju r is d ic t ia u n  and craveand annuel o f  te m p illa n d
and the sa id  David ane tennent o f  my lo rd  Sanct
Johneis, th a ir fo re  d e s y r it  the sa id  David to  be
re p le g it  to  h is  co u rt and b a i l l i e r i e  o f  te m p illa n d
and o f f e r i t  cau tioun  o f  c o lra y th t  to  th a t e f fe c t ,
the b a i l l i e  [ o f  the burgh] a d m it t i t  the sa id  David
to  be re p le g it  to  the sa id  b a i l l i e  o f  te m p illa n d is
c o u r t,  t h a ir  the s a i t  and ac tioun  to  be d e c y d it;
and to  th a t e f fe c t  the sa id  te m p il l  b a i l l i e
a p p o y n tit the xx daye o f December in s ta n t  fo r  ane
c o u rt to  be h a ld in  in  the sa id  D av id is  hous in
S to k u e ll,  and David Lindsaye e lda re  is  becumin
cau tion  o f  c o lra y th t  fo r  a d m in is tra tio u n  o f
ju s t ic e  t h a i r in t o . '
This m inute shows th a t the burgh co u rt was su b je c t not ju s t  to  the
in te rv e n tio n  o f  the r e g a l i t y  and ro y a l co u rts  but a lso  to  the
ju r is d ic t io n  o f  pow erfu l la y  magnates. I t  is  a lso  an in te re s t in g
in d ic a t io n  o f  the in te re s t  o f  the Kn igh ts H o s p ita lle rs  o f  S t John
( a lb e i t  now merely represented by the tem poral Lord St John) in  the
p ro p e rt ie s  which they had obta ined on the suppression o f  the K n igh ts
99Templars in  the e a r ly  fo u rte e n th  cen tu ry .
Glasgow's western trade  was c a rr ie d  out c h ie f ly  through the p o rt 
and ro y a l burgh o f  I r v in e  u n t i l  the founding and development o f  P ort 
Glasgow in  the m id-seventeenth cen tu ry . In e v ita b ly  the merchants o f 
the two towns had s trong  business connections and not s u rp r is in g ly  the 
m inutes o f  Glasgow's co u rt con ta in  re fe rences to  seve ra l d ispu tes  
in v o lv in g  the in h a b ita n ts  o f  the two communities. Cases were 
o c c a s io n a lly  repledged to  I r v in e .  In  such in s tan ces , as Glasgow was a 
dependant burgh and I rv in e  a ro y a l burgh, i t  is  u n l ik e ly  th a t the former
could deny the c la im s o f the o the r : e q u a lly , i t  is  h ig h ly  probable th a t
the two burghs had a c lose  re c ip ro c a l arrangement s ince  th e ir  economic 
in te re s ts  were so c lo s e ly  in te r tw in e d  a t th is  tim e . As an example o f 
th is  coopera tion  two K in ty re  men were t r ie d  a t Glasgow fo r  a debt owed 
to  John Thomson, burgess o f  I r v in e ,  in  August 1581. 100 Two years 
e a r l ie r  a case o f rep ledg ing  had occurred . In  December 1579 in  an 
a c tio n  pursued by Andrew B a i l l ie ,  burgess o f  Glasgow, aga ins t W illia m  
Scott, burgess o f I r v in e ,  ' f o r  the wrangus in tro m is s io u n  w ith  ane
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b a re l l  o f  salmon fu r th  o f  the ra id  o f  I r v in  in  ane b o i t ' ,  the defendant
produced a request from the p rovost and b a i l ie s  o f  I r v in e  th a t he be
'r e p le g i t  to  the fredome o f I r v in ,  . . .  q u h ilk  re p le g ia tio n e  the b a i l l i e
[ o f  Glasgow] a d m it t i t  and o rd a n it him to  be pe rsew it b e fo ir  the sa id
101prouest and b a i l l ie s  o f  I r v i n . '
As can be seen from th is  example re p le g ia t io n  could be requested 
by the defendant to  an a c t io n . On such occasions the burgh c o u rt was 
not always ob lig ed  to  accede to  the reques t, p a r t ic u la r ly  i f  the c o u rt 
concerned was in f e r io r .  Such an ins tance  occurred in  March 1579 in  an 
a c tio n  brought by John C lerk  t a i l o r  in  Glasgow aga ins t John Brown in  
[D rassan ]. The la t t e r  asked to  be repledged to  the barony co u rt o f  
Lesmahagow. This request was re fused : 'th e  b a i l l ie s  [ o f  Glasgow] 
r e p e l l is  the re p le g ia tio u n  and o rdan is  the defendar to  answar b e fo ir  
thame. '  102
However the co u rt w ith  which the burgh co u rt had the c lo s e s t 
connections was undoubtedly the k ir k  sess ion . The sess ion , w ith  i t s  
enforcement o f  the chu rch 's  laws aga ins t a d u lte re rs  and fo rn ic a to rs ,  
banners and swearers, scandal mongers, Sabbath breakers and recusan ts, 
p robably impinged on the l iv e s  o f  the in h a b ita n ts  more than d id  the 
burgh co u rt s in ce , i f  no th ing  e ls e , i t  was thorough in  the 
p rosecu tion  o f i t s  d u tie s .
In  A p r i l  1581 the General Assembly en jo ined  the c i v i l  a u th o r it ie s
to  a s s is t  the k ir k  in  the p rosecu tion  o f  i t s  laws by imposing c i v i l
punishments in  a d d it io n  to  any which the k ir k  m ight i n f l i c t  on 
103m a le fa c to rs . This type o f coopera tion  was not new as the records
o f  the S t. Andrews k ir k  session, which begin in  1559,dem onstrate. Those 
u n fo rtu n a te  enough to  be prosecuted before  k ir k  sessions were l ia b le  to  
two se ts  o f  p e n a lite s . I f  p u b lic  h u m ilia t io n  on the p e n ite n t 's  s to o l 
o r through the wearing o f  sa ckc lo th  proved in e f fe c t iv e  recourse could 
be had to  excommunication, but in  a d d it io n  a v a r ie ty  o f  c i v i l  
punishments cou ld  be used. These m ight in c lu d e  the im p o s itio n  o f  f in e s  
(which were u s u a lly  used to  a s s is t  the poor) but harsher p e n a ltie s  
in v o lv e d  the use o f  such devices as the 'branks,' the ' ju g is ' and the 
s tocks , ducking in  the ' fo w le s t and de ipes t w a t te r ',  in c a rc e ra tio n  or 
banishment. The im p o s itio n  o f c i v i l  punishments depended e n t ir e ly  on
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the coopera tion  o f  the c i v i l  m ag is tra tes  and the k ir k  sessions were 
aware o f th is  fa c t even though th e ir  m inutes m ight not always be 
s p e c if ic  on th is  p o in t . 104
The ex ta n t records o f  Glasgow’ s k ir k  session do not commence u n t i l  
November 1583 but they be tray  the same genera l fe a tu re s  as those o f S t. 
Andrews. The in te r - r e la t io n s h ip  between session and burgh c o u rt was 
emphasized by the fa c t  th a t ,  apa rt from the presence o f  seve ra l burgh 
c o u n c il lo rs  on the sess ion , the b a i l ie s  o f the burgh appear to  have been
1 DRe ld e rs  ex o f f i c i o . A lthough supported by i t s  own o f f i c ia l s  (a c le rk ,
David W ylie ; 106 a tre a s u re r, i n i t i a l l y  David H a l l ; 107 a beadle, s i r
C h ris tophe r Knox, e v id e n tly  a former p r ie s t ;  108 and appa ren tly  two
o f f ic e r s  who in  October 1586 were James Anderson and W illia m  Stobo,
c o in c id e n ta lly  burgh o f f ic e r s  in  1585-86),109 the session was dependent
on the se rv ice s  o f  the burgh m ag is tra tes  and th e ir  co u rt o f f ic e r s  fo r
the execu tion  o f th e ir  sentences. Thus in  January 1584 the session
enacted th a t anyone who tro u b le d  the e ld e rs  and deacons ’ in  vord or
d e id ' was to  be su b je c t to  a s e r ie s  o f f in e s  and a pe riod  in  the p i l l o r y
'q u a iru n to  the m a g is tra tis  in te rp o n is  t h a ir  a u t o r i t ie ' ,  an expression
11 nwhich occurs elsewhere in  the m inutes. S im ila r ly ,  in  May 1585, the 
session agreed to  's p e ik  the m a g is tra tis  ha ifand  power to  pun ise 
a d u lte ra r is  th a t executioun may be had ' . 111 The session would a lso  ask 
the bu rgh 's  o f f ic e r s  to  take a c tio n . In  the same month the session 
'r e q u e is t is  the m a g is tra tis  to  cause th a ir  o f f ic e r s  apprehend and ward
t h i r  persones u n d e rw ritte n , to  v i t  Is s o b e ll S e lk r ig  [and f iv e  o th e rs ]
119o ffe n d a r is  d isobed ien t to  the c i t a t io n  o f  k i r k . '
C u lp r its  found g u i l t y  be fore  the burgh c o u rt were e v id e n tly  
accountable to  the k ir k  session i f  i t  was considered th a t they had 
contravened the in ju n c t io n s  o f  the church. Thus in  June 1574 John
P o llo ck  and Hector Dunlop were found g u i l t y  by the burgh co u rt o f
having a ttacked  the m a g is tra te s , 'agan is  t h a ir  a i th is  maid be thame the 
tyme th a i wer maid b u rg e s s is . ' They were to  lose  th e ir  burgess 
freedoms but they were a lso  to  be im prisoned in  the to lb o o th  u n t i l  they 
cou ld  'mak amendis and repentance to  the k ir k  fo r  b rek ing  o f  th a ir  
a i th is  and . . .  f u l f i l l  s ic k  in iu n c tio n e s  as the k i r k  w i l l  devys fo r  the 
samyn.' 113
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S im ila r ly  the Is s o b e ll S e lk r ig  re fe rre d  to  above as bound to  appear
before  the session was probably the same S e lk r ig  found g u i l t y  be fore  the
burgh c o u rt in  November 1584 o f s la n d e r . 114 Cases o f  s lander were d e a lt
w ith  by both burgh co u rt and k ir k  session and a good example o f  the
coopera tion  between burgh and k ir k  is  a ffo rd e d  by the case
o f Janet Fawside. 11^  On 24 Ju ly  1584 she was found g u i l t y  by the burgh
co u rt o f  'b lasphem ing ' Margaret Fleming by c la im in g  th a t ' scho
[M arga re t] ha id tane Duncan Leiche to  ane chalmer and haid lyne w ith  him
and u s i t  h i r  as he th o t g u id . ' The next day the b a i l ie s  and c o u n c il met
to  cons ider the case and decreed th a t on the Monday fo llo w in g , she was
't o  be p re s e n t it  to  the govis and to the b rank is  to  be put in  her mowth
and t h a ir  to  stand and remane in  h i r  mowth du ring  the sa id  Mergaret
Flemyngis w i l l . '  On the fo llo w in g  Sunday she was then to  'pas vpe to
the p lace o f  repentance and th a ir  in  presens o f the m in is te r  fo r  the
tyme confes the fo ir s a id  sclanderous word is to  be m aist fa ls  . . .  and
ask God mercie t h a i r f o i r ,  the congregatioun and the sa id  M e rg a re t. '
Furtherm ore, i f  she repeated the o ffence she was to  be banished from 
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the burgh. This harsh trea tm ent is  understandable when i t  is
re c a lle d  th a t s lander could have very se rious  repercussions in  a sm all
community. As regards th is  p a r t ic u la r  case, the s e v e r ity  o f  the
punishment may have been caused by the fa c t  th a t ten years p re v io u s ly
Janet Fawside had been 'dowked' by the o f f ic e r s  a t the b a i l ie s '
117command, probably fo r  a s im ila r  slanderous a tta c k .
Yet desp ite  the ev iden t cooperation between the burgh co u rt and
the k ir k  session the teno r o f  seve ra l session m inutes suggests th a t the
b a i l ie s  and burgh o f f ic e r s  were not so assiduous in  p ro v id in g
ass is tance  as they m ight have been. In  November 1583 the session
complained th a t ' t h a i r  is  mony o ffe n d a r is  w ith in  th is  toun aganis
quhome d e c r e i t t is  is  p ro n u n c it and as y i t  be the o f f i c ia r i s  not put to  
118e x e c u tio u n '. Three months la te r ,  on 27 February 1584, they decreed
th a t 'th e  toun o f f i c ia r i s  . . .  be present th is  day aucht dayes to  schaw
quhat d ilig e n c e  th a i h a i f  u s i t  in  p u tt in g  the k i r k is  d e c r e i t t is  . . .  to
e x e c u tio n . ' 119 E la ine  Wood, found g u i l t y  o f  a d u lte ry , was ordered to  be
banished from the burgh in  A p r i l  1584 but th is  decreet had s t i l l  not
been executed when in  August 1586 the sess ion , obv ious ly  im p a tie n t,
120decreed ' y i t  as o f  b e fo re ' th a t she should be removed.
Exasperation seems to  have changed to  e n tre a ty  when in  June 1588 the
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session urged the m ag is tra tes  to  proceed w ith  the banishment from the
burgh o f  B e tty  D r ip p is  and fo u r o the r 'p e s t ife ro u s  persones' so th a t
'th e  b l is s in g  o f  the lo rd  may be in  the sa id  c i t i e  q u h ilk  be the
fo ir s a id  persones c o h a b ita tio n  in  the same is  spo tted  and accursed in  
121goddis s ic h t . '  D is s a t is fa c t io n  w ith  the b a i l ie s ' la ck  o f  response 
to  th e ir  requests may w e ll have occasioned the se s s io n 's  d e c is io n  on 26 
September o f th a t year to  send a depu ta tion  to  'pas to  the counsalhous 
on tuysday n ix t  to  cum and re q u e is t thame haveand en tres  in  the 
e le c tio u n  o f the b a i l l ie s  to  che is men haveand tha p ro p e rte is  swa fe r  
now as is  p o s s ib i l l  in  the e le c tio u n  o f the m a g is t r a t is . ' 122 In  the 
even t, the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il w ith  W alter S tew art, p r io r  o f  
B la n ty re  (th e  s u p e rio r)  probably paid l i t t l e  or no heed to  the se s s io n 's  
t a c t f u l l y  phrased c r i t ic is m .
To conclude i t  is  c le a r th a t the burgh co u rt o f  Glasgow could 
r e s is t  the p re tens ions  o f the le sse r c o u rts , such as the baron co u rt 
o f  Lesmahagow, and the perhaps over-zea lous p ro te s ta tio n s  o f  the k ir k  
sess ion . Nonetheless in  the execu tion o f  i t s  ju r is d ic t io n  i t  was 
cons tra ined  by two g re a te r le g a l powers. The f i r s t  o f  these was the 
r e g a l i t y  co u rt o f  the bu rgh 's  su p e rio r which, desp ite  i t s  p reoccupation 
w ith  m atte rs  a f fe c t in g  the barony o f  Glasgow, seems to  have exerted  
some in flu e n c e  on the le v e l o f  independent a u th o r ity  enjoyed by the 
burgh c o u r t.  The second and more s ig n if ic a n t  power was the crown to  
which the burgh co u rt was u lt im a te ly  re sp o n s ib le , a fa c t which was
emphasized by the d e c la ra tio n  made in  December 1581 by the p rovost and
123b a i l ie s  th a t they were the k in g 's  m ag is tra te s , and which was 
re in fo rc e d  by the crow n's in c re a s in g  assumption o f the a rchb ishops ' 
powers as su p e rio rs  o f  the burgh. F i r s t  and foremost the burgh co u rt 
was a crown co u rt which, as an in te g ra l p a rt o f  the network o f 
ro y a l ju s t ic e  , was su b je c t to  the su p e rio r ju r is d ic t io n  exerc ised by 
se n io r ro y a l cou rts  both in  cases o f  f i r s t  in s tance  and in  appeals.
Having placed the burgh c o u rt in  i t s  ju r is d ic t io n a l  c o n te x t v is - a -  
v is  o the r co u rts  i t  is  now poss ib le  to  examine i t s  modus operandi in  
c lo s e r d e ta i l .
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4. The burgh courts and th e ir  procedures
Thus fa r  re fe rence  has been made to  the burgh c o u r t,  but th a t cou rt
took many form s. F i r s t ly  there  were the th ree  head c o u rts , mentioned in
the Leges Q uattuor Burgorum and f i r s t  re fe rre d  to  in  Glasgow in  the
Robert o f  M ithyngby c h a rte r  o f  c.1268. 124 These were held a t Yule,
Easter and Michaelmas, and no doubt had been so s ince the founda tion  o f 
125the burgh. I n i t i a l l y  i t  is  probable th a t a l l  the in h a b ita n ts  owed 
s u i t  to  these cou rts  but as the popu la tion  grew and commerce developed 
s o c ia l d is c r im in a t io n  based on wealth and power served to  d i f fe r e n t ia te  
between the freemen burgesses invo lved  in  trade  and m anufacture, and 
the unfreemen such as the mass o f app re n tices , laboure rs  and se rvan ts .
As. the burgesses became more pow erfu l i t  is  l i k e ly  th a t they 
became the s u ito rs  o f  the head cou rts  and a c t iv e ly  discouraged the 
p a r t ic ip a t io n  o f th e ir  le ss  p r iv ile g e d  b re th re n . Nonetheless, desp ite  
these developments the head cou rts  were among the most re p re s e n ta tiv e  
bodies fu n c tio n in g  in  the burgh.
Associated w ith  the head cou rts  were o the r 's p e c ia l c o u r ts ',  the 
c o u r ts / fo r  the peram bulation o f the marches held e ith e r  a t the Milndam 
or a t Sum m erh ill, 126 From the p o in t o f  view o f the bu rgh 's  ju r is d ic t io n  
these s p e c ia l cou rts  were very im po rtan t. A lthough the peram bulations 
checked fo r  damage to  the bu rgh 's  common lands they a lso , as th e ir  name 
s ta te s , s y m b o lic a lly  marked out the t e r r i t o r y  w ith in  which the burgh 
co u rt had ju r is d ic t io n .  Before passing to  a d iscuss ion  o f the o the r 
types o f  cou rts  ope ra ting  in  the burgh, the na ture  o f  and the 
re la t io n s h ip s  between the head cou rts  and the peram bulations re q u ire  
exam ination.
Peram bulations o f  the burgh marches were probably undertaken by 
the head co u rts  in  the e a r ly  years o f  the burgh but were delegated to  
s p e c ia l s i t t in g s  as pressures o f business increased . L ike  the head 
co u rts  i t  is  probable th a t a l l  the burgesses were supposed to  a ttend  
and th is  seems to  be confirm ed by a s ta tu te  o f 1578 which, aim ing to  
coun te rac t non-attendance a t the Whitsun peram bulation ordered a l l  
c o u n c il lo rs ,  deacons and th e ir  peers p lus  a l l  men 'a b i l l  and s u f f ic ie n t  
to  be u n la w it i l k  persoun fo r  v i i i s '  to  accompany the m ag is tra tes  on
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the p e ra m b u la tio n s .127
Although in  the e a r l ie r  pe riod  the head co u rts  were meetings o f 
cons ide rab le  a d m in is tra tiv e  and ju d ic ia l  im portance, the evidence o f  the 
1570s and 1580s shows th a t by then th is  was no longer the case. In  1469 
an ac t o f  Parliam ent tra n s fe rre d  the e le c t io n  o f  the m ag is tra tes  to  the 
o ld  c o u n c il,  thereby d e p riv in g  the Michaelmas head co u rt o f  one o f  i t s
12Rprime fu n c tio n s . By the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  these e le c tio n s  were 
conducted a t m eetings, v a r io u s ly  described as 'c o u r ts ' o r 'conven tions 
fo r  the naming o f the b a i l i e s ’ which f e l l  on the f i r s t  Tuesday or 
thereabouts a f te r  the fe a s t o f  Michaelmas and u s u a lly  about a fo r tn ig h t  
be fore  the Michaelmas head co u rt i t s e l f . 129 A p a r a l le l development can 
p robably be seen in  the fa c t  th a t the e le c tio n s  o f o the r lead ing  
o f f ic e r s  (the  tre a s u re r, the master o f work and the c le rk )  were 
conducted a t the co u rt fo r  the peram bulation o f  the marches he ld  a t the 
Milndam on ' W itsonetysdaye' ,  and not a t the Easter head co u rt as m ight 
have been expected. This c o u r t,  which a lso  farmed out the bu rgh 's  p e tty  
customs, was a lto g e th e r more im portan t than the Easter head co u rt and 
was o c c a s io n a lly  re fe rre d  to  in  the margins o f the ac t books as the 
'W itsondaye C o u rt '.  This is  not to  say th a t the head co u rt a t Easter 
had ceased to  e x is t  by th is  tim e : i t  continued to  meet a lthough in  
1577, 1579, 1582, 1585 and 1586 i t  was re fe rre d  to  merely as 'th e  co u rt 
o f  the burgh o f Glasgow e tc ' ra th e r than 'th e  Heid Court e f t i r  
Pasche ' . 130
I t  has been argued elsewhere th a t the head co u rts  d e a lt almost 
e x c lu s iv e ly  w ith  im po rtan t business such as the re c e iv in g  o f  burgesses 
and the ta k in g  o f th e ir  oa ths, and m atte rs concern ing the r ig h ts  to
131burgage p ro p e rty . As to  the former the re  is  no p a r t ic u la r  evidence
fo r  th is  in  the 1570s and 1580s s ince burgesses were adm itted a t o the r
co u rts  as w e ll,  w h ile  w ith  regard to  the la t t e r ,  w ith  the excep tion  o f
132one a c t o f  re c o g n it io n  processed through the head co u rts  in  1577-78,
the re  is  no in d ic a t io n  th a t business o f th is  s o r t  was reserved to  the
head c o u rts . More s ig n if ic a n t  is  an a c tio n  o f  re c o g n it io n  pursued by
the common p ro cu ra to r aga ins t c e r ta in  in d iv id u a ls ,  the f i r s t  hearing
o f which was conducted a t an o rd in a ry  b a i l ie s *  co u rt on 25 January 1575
133and not a t the Yule head co u rt he ld  one week p re v io u s ly .
164
Examination o f  the m atte rs  d e a lt w ith  a t the head co u rts  o f  the
1570s and 1580s shows th a t apart from c e r ta in  s p e c ia l item s noted under
134'p o y n tis  o f  the he id  c o u r t ' (namely the re p o r tin g  o f  cases o f  horses
in fe c te d  w ith  scab, incidences o f le p ro sy , l i s t s  o f  'b lu d is ,  a re is tem en ts ,
135d isobed iences, deforcem ents' and, o c c a s io n a lly , the n o tin g  o f
136absentee c o u n c il lo rs  who were obv ious ly  bound to  a tte n d ) the business 
d e a lt w ith  was ro u tin e  in  so fa r  as cases o f a s s a u lt, a c tio n s  fo r  the 
recovery o f debts, the se rv ice  o f h e irs  and the admission o f burgesses 
can a l l  be found being minuted under the o rd in a ry  b a i l ie s ' c o u r t.
Indeed the m inutes o f the Yule head cou rts  o f 1582, 1583, 1584, 1585 and 
Easter head co u rts  o f  1579, 1582, 1583 and 1586 are e n t ir e ly  devoted to  
ro u t in e  business, o m itt in g  a l l  mention o f the 'p o y n tis  o f  the heid 
c o u r t ' .  137
A l l  th is  tends to  the conclus ion  th a t by th is  pe riod  the head
co u rts  were being phased ou t. I t  has been observed th a t the proper
nomenclature o f  the Easter head co u rt was beg inn ing to  d isappear and the
same process can be seen in  the Yule head co u rt ( in  1577, 1584, 1585)
138and the Michaelmas head co u rt ( in  1577). In  fa c t  by the 1620s i t
would appear th a t on ly  the head c o u rt he ld a t Michaelmas continued to  
139be convened.
The demise o f  these c o u rts , which were reasonably re p re s e n ta tiv e , 
is  in d ic a t iv e  o f the manner whereby burgh government appears to  have 
become more o l ig a rc h ic  du ring  the la te  s ix te e n th  and e a r ly  seventeenth 
c e n tu r ie s . This process was probably associa ted  w ith  the in c re a s in g  
in te re s t  shown in  the bu rgh 's  a f fa i r s  by successive co u rt fa c tio n s  and 
the d e te rm ina tio n  o f  men such as Esme e a r l o f  Lennox and S ir  Matthew 
Stewart o f  M into to  keep a f irm  g r ip  on the a c t iv i t ie s  o f  the 
in h a b ita n ts .
Indeed the co u rts  o f  the peram bulations were a lso  rendered 
in c re a s in g ly  im poten t. As e a r ly  as 1581 e a r l Esme circum vented the 
Whitsun c o u r t 's  ro le  in  the e le c t io n  o f  the common c le rk  by s im ply 
a p p o in tin g  A rch iba ld  Hegate to  the p o s t . 140 In  1590, in  what appears 
to  have been a d e lib e ra te  attem pt to  r e s t r ic t  the fra n ch ise  o f th is  
c o u r t,  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il decreed th a t fo llo w in g  the 
peram bulation o f the marches and the roup ing o f the p e tty  customs, a l l
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o f which were to  be conducted as before  a t an open a i r  c o u r t, the
m ag is tra te s  and c o u n c il would pass to  the to lb o o th  and there  e le c t the
tre a s u re r, master o f  work, common c le rk  and the m in s tre ls . 141 A fte r
1600 the Whitsun co u rt seems to  have lo s t  i t s  ro le  as a co u rt o f
peram bula tion . The re o rg a n is a tio n  o f the a d m in is tra tio n  in  1609-10 which
was marked by the commencement o f separate records fo r  the co u rt and
c o u n c il saw the tra n s fe r  to  the c o u n c il o f  th is  c o u r t ' s o ve rs ig h t o f the
annual roup o f  p e tty  customs. The p o s it io n  regard ing  e le c tio n s  is  less
c le a r  because o f an eleven year gap in  the records, but i t  is  ev iden t
th a t by the 1620s these a lso  were conducted by the c o u n c il,  no longer a t
Whitsun but a t Michaelmas. Indeed by the 1620s the Whitsun co u rt had,
142l i k e  seve ra l o f  the head c o u rts , ceased to  e x is t .
However the o the r co u rt o f  peram bulation held a t the Summerhill was 
phased out even e a r l ie r .  At th is  co u rt ( in  1568 a t le a s t)  burgh business 
was conducted by 'th e  h a i l l  communitie o f  the towne. ,143 Yet by the 
mid-1570s th is  co u rt had p r a c t ic a l ly  fa l le n  in to  desuetude. A lthough 
re fe rre d  to  on seve ra l occasions, on ly two m inutes o f i t s  meetings were 
recorded in  the burgh c o u rt act book, one in  1574 and the o the r in  
1576. The f i r s t  was described as 'th e  co u rt o f  the peram bulation o f the 
merches . . . .  h a ld in  a t the Symmerhill . . .  [o n ] Sondaye 20 June q u h ilk  
su ld  have bene the x i i i  o f J u n i i , ' 144 a t e l l in g  in d ic a t io n  o f e ith e r  
a d m in is tra tiv e  apathy or even o f a conscious attem pt by the a u th o r it ie s  
to  avoid convening a m eeting. Despite  the re fe rence  to  a peram bulation 
o f the marches the re  is  no th ing  in  the m inutes to  suggest th a t an 
in s p e c tio n  took place (though th ree  s ta tu te s  were passed, two re la t in g  
to  the commons and one to  burgess f in e s ) .  The Whitsun peram bulation 
had been held b a re ly  th ree  weeks p re v io u s ly  145 and i f  these fa c to rs  are 
taken in  co n ju n c tio n  they a t le a s t suggest th a t the S um m erh ill's  
anc ien t fu n c tio n s  were a t th is  tim e being taken over by th a t co u rt ( ju s t  
as i t  would appear i t  had e a r l ie r  assumed the e le c to ra l business o f the 
E aster head c o u r t ) . 146 In te rn a l evidence in d ic a te s  th a t the Summerhill 
c o u rt probably met in  1575 but no m inutes were recorded . 147 The business o f 
the 1576 meeting was entered in  the act book and i t  was s im ila r  to  th a t o f 
the 1574 co u rt being a d m in is tra tiv e  and le g is la t iv e  ra th e r than ju d ic ia l  in  
ch a ra c te r. However ins tead  o f the form al heading used in  1574, th is
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minute was merely p re fix e d  'Apud Sym m erhill d ie  x x i i i i  mensis June .' On 
th is  occasion the o f f ic e  o f  c a l f  herd was e s ta b lish e d  and fu r th e r  
enactments were made regard ing  the admission o f burgesses. A lthough the 
passage o f  s ta tu te s  was an a d m in is tra tiv e  fu n c tio n  d is t in c t  from the 
ju d ic ia l  business o f  the bu rgh 's  c o u rts , i t  is  re le v a n t to  th is  
d iscuss io n  to  note in  passing th a t these s ta tu te s  on burgess e n try  
f in e s  were enacted by the community alone but were not subsequently put 
in to  e f fe c t ,  another in d ic a t io n  o f the impotence o f  the Summerhill
1 ZlRm eetings.
A s ta tu te  o f 1578 in d ic a te s  th a t a wapinschaw was to  be he ld  a t the
1 hSSummerhill th a t year but no m inutes were entered in  the ac t book.
1 5nW ith the excep tion  o f  a passing re fe rence  in  1585 no more is  heard o f 
the Summerhill meetings u n t i l  1590 when i t  was agreed th a t because o f 
the Sabbath i t  should be postponed u n t i l  23 June 'and to  stand swa th is  
y e ir  o n lie  o r langer as salbe c o n c lu d it  be the p rovest b a i l l ie s  and 
c o u n s a ll. ' 151 Eleven years la te r  i t  was again re fe rre d  to  as the place 
fo r  the wapinschaw : 'th e  h a i l l  in h a b ita n t is  fremen bu rge ss is ' were to
a ttend  w ith  th e ir  armour and 'th e  p rovest b a i l le is  and counsale and
152d e ik in e s  to  be on horsbak the sa id  daye .' Again no m inute was 
recorded, and th is  is  the la s t  re fe rence  found to  the Summerhill c o u r t.  
From being a c o u rt fo r  the in s p e c tio n  o f the marches a t which the 
community had a lso  played an a c t iv e  ro le  in  le g is la t io n ,  the Summerhill 
meeting had become no more than a wapinschaw.
A s im ila r  process, a lb e i t  le ss  pronounced, is  to  be observed 
in  the m inutes reco rd in g  the meetings o f another sp e c ia l c o u r t, the 
Craigmak c o u r t.  153 This was more s p e c ia lis e d  in  i t s  fu n c t io n , being 
convened to  p roc la im  the annual f a i r  in  J u ly . Meetings were recorded 
in  1574, 1576, 1577, 1580, 1581 and 1583,15^  and the m inutes re fe r  to  
the s u i t  r o l l  being c a lle d  and absentees being amerced. U sua lly  
business was confined to  p roc la im ing  the f a i r  but o c c a s io n a lly  s ta tu te s  
r e la t in g  to  i t s  a d m in is tra tio n  were enacted. In  1574 the le g is la to rs
155were described as 'th e  b a i l l ie s ,  counsale and communite p re se n t' 
which suggests th a t ,  as w ith  the head co u rts  and the peram bula tions, 
the burgess community was expected to  a ttend  these c o u rts . A s ta tu te  
was a lso  passed a t the Craigmak c o u rt o f  1577 by the b a i l ie s  and c o u n c il 
but th is  tim e no a llu s io n  was made to  the involvem ent o f  the
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156community. Occasional re fe rences to  the Craigmak co u rt con tinue  to
157be found a f te r  1583, business being con fined  to  the proc lam ation  o f 
the f a i r ,  but by the m id-seventeenth ce n tu ry , i f  not be fo re , th is  annual 
p roc lam ation  was no longer s ty le d  as a co u rt and the community's ro le ,
1 58such as i t  had been, appears to  have been lo s t .
The demise o f the head cou rts  and the s p e c ia l co u rts  d u rin g  the 
la te  s ix te e n th  and e a r ly  seventeenth ce n tu r ie s  suggests th a t ,  from the 
p o in t o f  view o f the burgh a u th o r i t ie s ,  the fewer cou rts  and conventions 
o f the 'h a i l l  com munitie ' which were held the b e t te r .  The fa c t  th a t 
t h is  development encountered l i t t l e  or no o p p o s itio n  is  exp la ined  when 
i t  is  re c a lle d  th a t the community's o b lig a t io n  to  a tte nd  these cou rts  
on pa in  o f a f in e  was thereby removed.
O bviously even in  th e ir  heyday the head cou rts  and the sp e c ia l
co u rts  would have been unable to  cope w ith  the q u a n tity  o f  ju d ic ia l  and
o the r business a r is in g  in  the burgh. More re g u la r s i t t in g s  o f  the
burgh co u rt o f  Glasgow would have been e s s e n tia l.  In  the burgh o f
Aberdeen i t  is  poss ib le  to  de tec t du ring  the medieval pe riod  a c u r ia
le g a l is  te n ta  per b a l l iv o s , convened by the m ag is tra tes  about once a
fo r tn ig h t ,  a co u rt which l ik e  the head co u rts  was probably as o ld  as the 
159burgh i t s e l f .  Because these meetings were held more fre q u e n tly  than 
the head cou rts  i t  could not be expected th a t a l l  the Aberdeen burgesses 
would have been in  a p o s it io n  to  a ttend  the s i t t in g s .  Only the 
w e a lth ie s t men and those seeking in flu e n c e  could f in d  the tim e to  be 
present a t these f o r tn ig h t ly  c o u rts . These le ad ing  burgesses who acted 
w ith  the b a i l ie s  a t the cu ria e  le g a l is  formed an assize which was, in  
e f fe c t ,  the beginn ings o f the c o u n c il.
The ro le  o f such an assize in  Glasgow's co u rts  in  the m id- 
th ir te e n th  century  has a lready been observed in  the Robert o f 
M ithyngby c h a r te r .160 However i t  must be conceded th a t by the 1570s 
the re  is  l i t t l e  s ign  o f a co u rt e q u iva le n t to  Aberdeen's c u r ia  le g a l is  
being used in  Glasgow, save fo r  the few ins tances when the re  is  
d e f in i te  evidence th a t a c o u rt was held in  the presence o f  the c o u n c il,  
as w e ll as the m ag is tra te s . I t  w i l l  be re c a lle d , fo r  in s tan ce , th a t 
in  1581 when W illia m  Howie was pursued be fo re  the burgh co u rt by the 
k in g 's  Adm iral fo r  having p ira te d  wood in  h is  possession, the case was
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heard in  the presence o f  the b a i l ie s  and c o u n c il and a t i t s  c lose  the
A d m ira l's  re p re s e n ta tiv e  asked fo r  documents not o f  the co u rt but 'o f
161the h a i l l  counsale c o n v e n it . ' A dm itted ly  th is  was an unusual case. 
However the presence o f  the co u n c il can be detected on o the r occasions.
The s u rv iv in g  ac t books, aside from m inu ting  the a c t iv i t ie s  o f  the
town c o u n c il,  record the cases heard by the burgh c o u rts . These
m inutes f a l l  in to  two broad c a te g o rie s , namely the ac ts  (the
p re lim in a ry  stages a t which the p ro p o s it io n s  o f the pursuers and
defendants were noted) and the decreets (the  dec is ions  o f  the c o u r t ) .
The decree ts were not recorded w ith  any r e g u la r ity  : th a t is  to  say,
they were not pronounced a t s p e c ia l cou rts  which can be id e n t i f ie d  as
having been cu ria e  le g a te s . However the wording o f these decreets shows
th a t sometimes (though not always) the c o u n c il was in v o lv e d . Several
162decreets were issued merely by 'th e  b a i l l ie s  s it ta n d  in  judgement'
but on o the r occasions i t  was express ly  recorded th a t d e c is io n  had been
163reached a f te r  the m ag is tra tes  had consu lted  the c o u n c il.  A tte n t io n
may a lso  be drawn to  two cases heard on 24 August 1583 which were
164minuted as having been ' r e f e r r i t  to  the t r y a l l  in  the C o u n s a ll'.
However the co u rt meetings were almost in v a r ia b ly  recorded in  such a 
way th a t on ly  the p re s id in g  m ag is tra tes  were named, the presence o f  the 
c o u n c il seldom being mentioned save in  the few instances ju s t  noted. 
Nonetheless these re fe rences prove th a t in  the 1570s and 1580s the 
c o u n c il had a ju d ic ia l  ro le ,  and i t  is  conce ivab le  th a t th is  derived  
from i t s  p o ss ib le  o r ig in s  in  the assizes associa ted  w ith  a c u r ia  le g a l is  
o f  form er tim es.
Just as pressure o f business had necess ita ted  the h o ld ing  o f
fo r tn ig h t ly  co u rts  in  Aberdeen, the cu ria e  le g a te s , the same process
produced (probab ly  very ra p id ly )  the c u r ia  te n ta  per b a l l iv o s , the
bu rgh 's  ro u t in e  c o u rt p resided over by the b a i l ie s  alone which met
165seve ra l tim es each week. I t s  e q u iva le n t in  Glasgow in  the la te  
s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  was 'th e  co u rt o f  the burgh and c i t y  o f  Glasgow held 
a t the to lb o o th  in  the presence o f[A , B] b a i l ie s  o f  the burgh, the 
records o f  which dominate the s u rv iv in g  a c t books. The c h a rte r o fc .  
1268, by which Robert o f  M ithyngby conveyed c e r ta in  lands to  Master 
Reginald Irewyn recorded th a t the proposed sa le  had been a d ve rtise d  ' i n  
the c o u rt o f  Glasgow a t th ree  head co u rts  o f  the year and a t o the r
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co u rts  o f te n ',  and demonstrates th a t both the head co u rts  and the more 
ro u tin e  c o u rts , (no doubt the b a i l ie s ' co u rts  i f  not a lso  the cu ria e  
le g a te s ) , were in  ex is tence  by th a t t im e . 166
To summarise, the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  Glasgow a c t books record 
the a c t iv i t ie s  o f the head c o u rts , va rious  sp e c ia l co u rts  and the 
b a i l ie s ' c o u rts . The very frequency o f the s i t t in g s  o f  the b a i l ie s ' 
co u rts  m il i ta te d  aga ins t the p a r t ic ip a t io n  o f the burgesses and so 
these co u rts  tended to  in v o lv e  on ly  the m ag is tra tes  and, o f  course, 
those in vo lve d  in  the cases being heard. The c o u n c il m ight however 
sometimes be consu lted  and i t  has been argued th a t th is  involvem ent 
p o s s ib ly  derived  from th a t body's o r ig in s  in  the assizes associa ted  
w ith  cu ria e  le g a te s .
How fa r  was the c o u n c il 's  ju d ic ia l  ro le  in d ic a t iv e  o f a system o f
t r i a l  by ju ry ?  The e a r l ie r  assizes were composed s p e c i f ic a l ly  o f  men
who had knowledge o f the cases being presented fo r  th e ir  c o n s id e ra tio n .
Thus in  Peebles and Haddington du ring  the f i f te e n th  cen tu ry  assizes
were im panelled a t the head cou rts  and those burgesses w ith  com pla in ts
were in v ite d  to  put th e ir  cases to  the knowledge o f  the assize which i f
i t  was’ not acquainted w ith  the fa c ts  would be replaced by an assize
167which was conversant w ith  the re le v a n t d e ta i ls .  The ro le  o f
Glasgow's co u n c il in  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  was somewhat d i f fe r e n t
in  th a t the c o u n c il lo rs  (so fa r  as was po ss ib le  in  a sm all community)
had no personal knowledge o f the cases put be fore  them fo r
c o n s id e ra tio n . The co u n c il was thus in  theo ry  im p a r t ia l,  l i k e  the
modern ju r y ,  a q u a li ty  la c k in g  in  the o ld e r ass ize . Vet n e ith e r  the
ass ize  nor the c o u n c il a c tu a lly  pronounced judgement. That was done
by the m ag is tra tes  and the c o u n c il 's  ro le  was merely c o n s u lta tiv e
( 'th e  p rovest and b a i l l ie s  . . .  beying r y p l ie  w ith  the avyse o f the
168counsale a v is i t ,  d e c e rn it and o r d a n it ') .  Thus the modern concept o f 
t r i a l  by a d is in te re s te d  ju ry  was not ye t p ra c tis e d . As to  these 
e a r l ie r  types o f  ju r ie s ,  the process o f  c o n s u lt in g  the c o u n c il was used 
on ly  in fre q u e n t ly  and the re  is  no th ing  in  the records to  suggest th a t 
assizes were sworn in  by the burgh co u rt as a m atte r o f  course.
However ass izes , described in  the m inutes as inques ts , were used 
169fo r  p a r t ic u la r  cases. An inques t was a group ordered by a c o u rt to
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in v e s t ig a te  the fa c ts  o f  a case; on the bas is  o f  i t s  f in d in g s  the 
m ag is tra te s  would produce th e ir  judgement. However, many o f  the 
examples found in  the burgh co u rt ac t books o f  Glasgow ( fo r t y - s ix  
ingues ts  are recorded between 1574 and 1586) suggest th a t no a c tu a l 
in v e s t ig a t io n  took p lace and in s tead  the m atte r was put to  the 
knowledge o f the im panelled members : th a t is  to  say, these were r e a l ly  
assizes a lthough they were c a lle d  in q u e s ts . The ir r e g u la r  use made o f 
these inques ts  by the burgh co u rt and the cons iderab le  la ck  o f 
c o n t in u ity  in  t h e ir  membership nonetheless demonstrate th a t these were 
not s tand ing  committees present a t each co u rt but ad hoc groups 
appoin ted to  deal w ith  s p e c if ic  item s o f business.
The m a jo r ity  o f  the inquests  recorded between 1574 and 1586 d e a lt
w ith  the s e rv ice  o f burgess h e irs  to  burgh p rope rty  o r moveables. W ith
170on ly  one excep tion  these h e irs h ip  inquests  proceeded on a b rie ve
issued by the a rc h ib is h o p ' s chancery (a fa c t  which u nd e rlin es  the burgh
c o u r t 's  re la t io n s h ip  to  i t s  e c c le s ia s t ic a l su p e rio r)  and the n a rra tio n
would o fte n  record how the b rie ve  had been 'p ro c la m it a t the b o is  wyndo
171o f the to lb u ith e  th re  sundry tymes as use i s . ' As the members who
comprised each inquest or assize were chosen fo r  t h e ir  knowledge o f the
p a r t ic u la r  case under d iscu ss io n , the men most l i k e ly  to  have such
knowledge in  cases o f h e irs h ip  would be neighbours, fr ie n d s  or business
a ssoc ia tes . For example, in  March 1576 Marion Greenhead was re tu rne d  by
inques t nearest h e ir  o f  blood to  the la te  Matthew Greenhead. The
Greenhead fa m ily  must have been out o f  town burgesses re s id e n t in
Inchinnan fo r ,  a lthough th is  was not exp ress ly  s ta te d , o f  the th ir te e n
members o f  the im panelled inques t n ine came from Inchinnan and were
172presumably neighbours. The membership o f another inques t sheds an 
in te re s t in g  l i g h t  on the p ro p o s it io n  th a t burgh government was in  the 
hands o f  a c lo s e ly  k n i t  peer group connected both by business in te re s ts  
and th e ir  s o c ia l s ta tu s . An inquest o f  May 1576 re tu rned  George 
E lph ins tone  o f  Blythswood as h e ir  to  h is  fa th e r  in  an area o f  land near 
G re y fr ia rs .  E lph ins tone  was a prom inent burgh p o l i t ic ia n  who served 
e ith e r  as b a i l ie  o r c o u n c il lo r  p r a c t ic a l ly  con tin uous ly  throughout the 
pe rio d  under d iscu ss io n . Of the f i f te e n  men who comprised th is  in q u e s t, 
no fewer than ten he ld  some p o s it io n  in  the burgh a d m in is tra tio n  between 
1574 and 1586.173
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The inques ts  u s u a lly  comprised an odd number o f  men, ( th ir te e n  or
f i f te e n  members being the most common number ) . 17A I t  is  a lso  ev iden t
th a t a chairman or 'c h a n c la r ' was appointed and a lthough th is  was ra re ly
minuted i t  is  probable th a t i t  was the normal p ra c t ic e . The genera l
mode o f  o pe ra tion  used by the inquests  can be seen in  the m inute which
recorded the e n try  o f  George Lang, cousin o f the la te  John Martyne,
burgess o f  Glasgow, as h is  h e ir .  On 30 March 1574 Lang appeared and
produced a b rie ve  'o f  my lo rd  o f g lasgw is chanc lea ry ' reques ting  th a t
he be declared h e ir  to  John Martyne, burgess. However John Martyne in
G iffn o ck  ob jec ted  th a t the m atte r should not go before  an inques t
because he had h im s e lf been served h e ir  to  John Martyne, burgess, in
two annual re n ts , one in  Glasgow and the o the r in  R utherg len. Lang
re p lie d  th a t when John Martyne in  G iffno ck  had been served h e ir ,  he
(Lang) had been abroad. The b rie ve  and the arguments were then
'a p p ly i t  to  the knawledge o f the fo ir s a id  in q u e s t' which ' a l l  in  ane
voce, accept David Lyndsaye, be the mouthe o f David W ilson th e r
ch a n c la r ' found in  favour o f  Lang as 'n e rre s t and la u c h fa l l  a i r  o f
175blude and lyne . . .  and o rd a n it him to  be r e tu r n i t  t h a i r t o ' .  Th is , 
in c id e n ta l ly ,  is  the on ly  example o f a dec is io n  which was not unanimous.
The m inutes show th a t many people were served h e irs  to  burghal 
p ro p e rty  o r to  moveables w ith o u t the use o f  an in q u e s t. The wording o f 
these e n tr ie s  when they record the re s o lu t io n  o f the co u rt was e x a c tly  
the same as in  the case o f  se rv ice s  by inques ts  and i t  must th e re fo re  be 
supposed th a t the process adopted was a t the choice o f the p rospe c tive  
h e ir .  Serv ice by inques t was probably p re fe ra b le  as i t  a ffo rde d  
g re a te r s e c u r ity  to  the h e ir ,  e s p e c ia lly  i f  the re  was a counter 
c la im an t as in  the example quoted above. I t  should be added th a t 
a lthough seve ra l o f  these inquests  record o b je c tio n s  the m a jo r ity  
were uncontested.
Not a l l  the inques ts  recorded in  th is  pe riod  d e a lt w ith  m atte rs  o f  
h e irs h ip .  For example, on 7 December 1585 f iv e  women were 'o rd a n it  to  
be e n te r i t  thes day to  be put to  the acknalege o f ane inquest fa r  the 
f o i r s t a l l i n g  o f  the m e rc a t. ' The inques t unanimously found them ' i n  
the wrang' and th is  d e c is io n  was 'p ro n u n c e it be the ch a n ce llo r o f  th is  
in q u e s t, W illia m  F lem ing .' Doom,or judgment, was then pronounced by 
the b a i l ie s . 176
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Thus fa r  i t  has been argued th a t these inques ts  were a s s ize s ,th e  
members o f  which had p r io r  knowledge o f the fa c ts  which they were asked 
to  co n s id e r. However the re  are in d ic a t io n s  th a t some inquests  were 
comprised o f  men who d id  not have such knowledge and who were 
th e re fo re  re q u ire d  to  c a rry  out in v e s t ig a t io n s . Such would appear to  
have been the case w ith  the members o f the on ly  two inquests  employed 
du ring  th is  pe riod  to  consider c r im in a l a c tio n s . At the Easter head 
co u rt he ld on 23 A p r i l  1574 an inquest was sworn in  to  examine a se rious  
d is tu rbance  in v o lv in g  severa l people which had occurred on Holy 
Thursday. The second example is  found in  February 1575 when an inques t 
was im panelled to  look in to  an assau lt which George Young, b a x te r, was 
a lleg ed  to  have p e rpe tra te d  on David Landes. On f i r s t  s ig h t these 
inques ts  appear to  have been s im ply groups o f  men chosen because o f 
t h e ir  knowledge o f  the cases, but exam ination o f these in d iv id u a ls  
d isc lo se s  the presence o f a la rg e  number o f burgh o f f i c ia l s  and 
c o u n c il lo rs .  This suggests th a t these inquests  were in v e s t ig a t iv e  
in  ch a ra c te r; they m ight even be regarded as working p a r t ie s  o f  the 
c o u r t . 177
The fo llo w in g  example c le a r ly  shows an inques t a c tin g  as an 
in v e s t ig a t iv e  body. I t  a lso  in c id e n ta l ly  o f fe rs  a fu r th e r  ins tance  o f 
ro y a l in te rv e n tio n  in  the a f fa i r s  o f the burgh c o u r t.  W illia m  Harvie 
and K a the rine  Gibson claim ed th a t the onion seed supp lied  to  them by 
G ilb e r t  Buchanan and David Adam was w orth less  and th a t they should be 
compensated. The case proceeded on the ' dec la ra tio u n e  o f fou re  sworne
178men’ , w itnesses produced by the pursuers. On 14 December 1581 in  the 
presence o f the b a i l ie s  's i t ta n d  in  jugem ent' an inques t o f  tw e lve men 
(s ix  o f  whom were c o u n c il lo rs )  which had p re v io u s ly  been appointed 't o  
pas and v is ie  the ingoun se id  sawin in  the ya rd is  u n d e rw ritte n  v iz .
Gawin Grhameis yarde [and those o f  A rch iba ld  Lyon, George Herbertson,
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W illia m  Cunninghame and David W ylieJ, presented i t s  re p o r t as
fo llo w s :
' . . .  being new ling.is c a l l i t  and c h a rg it  to  pronounce 
th a ir  de live rance  [ th e y ] e n te r i t  in  face o f  c o u rt, 
fand and d e l iv e r i t  the es ta te  o f  the se id  sawin in  
the s a id is  ya rd is  wes in  maner fo llo w in g , th a t is  to  
say th a t th a ir  was no maner o f growing cam vp in  the 
sa id  y a rd is  w o rth ie  ony p r ic e  bot hapnyng ingoun is
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and the m aist p a rte  o f th a is  being p lu k i t  wes 
b lak  and r o t t in  in  the heid and th is  th a i
180d e c la ir  be th a ir  knawlege and conscience. '
For some reason th is  re p o rt was not acted on. The delay e v id e n tly
angered the pursuers fo r  on 3 March 1582 a meeting was held by the th ree
b a i l ie s ,  John Graham, Robert Stewart and C o lin  Campbell, 'c h a rg it  be
our sovere ign lo rd s  le t t e r i s  to  pronounce w ith in  th re  day is  upoun the
unzeon se id  secundum a lle g a ta  e t p roba ta . 1 Campbell p ro tes te d  th a t no
pronouncement could be made u n t i l  the provost was present and Stewart
' f o r  h is  p a rt in  p ronunc ia tioun  a d m it t i t  the defendars la s t  exceptioun
to  th a ir  p r e i f  and q u h i l l  th a i a ith e r  p r e i f  or fa i lz e  th a ir in  w i l l
nocht pronunce, and p r o te s t i t  he be nocht p u tt  to  the home q u h i l l  than
becaus the [p ro o fs ]  hes nocht tane e n d .' However these le g a l
te c h n ic a l i t ie s  were reso lved by Graham who ' fo r  h is  exoneratioun
181o f f e r i t  to  pronunce the n ix t  c o u r t . ' The subsequent decreet issued 
on 9 March a t a co u rt he ld by Graham re fe rre d  back to  the f in d in g s  o f 
the inques t : ' i t  is  fund be the knawlege o f ane in q u e is t th a t the se id  
sawin be thame [th e  pu rsue rs ] in  the ya rd is  o f  [Gavin Graham e tc ]  to  be 
in s u f f ic ie n t  in  respect th a t . . .  s a m e k ill as come above the erd wes 
ro tt in .-a n d  in s u f f ic ie n t . '  The pursuers had claim ed compensation fo r  
t h e ir  o r ig in a l o u tla y  o f  £40 toge the r w ith  'th e  p r o f f e i t  q u h ilk  mycht 
have fo l lo w i t  th a iro n ' but in  the event they were on ly  awarded £17
p  j  182o f damages.
Another inques t which would appear to  have been la rg e ly  
in v e s t ig a t iv e  in  cha rac te r was es ta b lish e d  in  January 1582. However 
i t s  antecedents were q u ite  d i f fe r e n t  from any o f the inques ts  thus fa r  
d iscussed. On 9 January 1582 the subdean, m in is te r  and 'o th e r is  
memberis o fth e  K ir k ' met w ith  the b a i l ie s  in  the to lb o o th  to  d iscuss 
how to  implement a le t t e r  which had been rece ived  from the P rivy  
C o u n c il183 in s t r u c t in g  the p rovost and b a i l ie s  to  ho ld  co u rts  on 
'bannying and suering  and th a is  quha k e ip is  nocht the Sabboth d a y .'
The b a i l ie s  decided to  reserve the f i r s t  Thursday o f every month as a 
co u rt day fo r  th is  purpose (commencing on 1 February) and in  the 
in te r im  they appointed an inquest ' t o  tak  in q u is it io u n  o f the banneris  
and s u e r e r is . '
T w en ty -five  men were to  be in vo lve d , s p l i t  in to  th re e  groups, to
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work w ith in  s p e c if ie d  geograph ica l areas, namely Rottenrow, Drygate 'and
to  the c ro c e ';  Gallowgate and Trongate 'and to  the B a rra s y e t ';  and the 
184B rig g a te . I t  is  noteworthy th a t the geograph ica l method employed here 
was s im ila r  to  th a t fo llow e d  in  the appointment o f  the a le  ta s te rs  ( in  
1574, 1577 and 1581) and the plague searchers ( in  1574 and 1584), groups
185o f men which were in  e f fe c t  stand ing  'com m ittee s '. S im ila r ly  i t  is  
to  be supposed th a t the inguest on 'ba nne ris  and s u e re r is ' was not 
disbanded a f te r  the f i r s t  meeting o f the s p e c ia l co u rts  appointed to  
deal w ith  these o ffences and th a t th e re fo re  th is  inguest was a lso  a 
s tand ing  committee o f s o r ts ,  the re m it o f which was genera l (extend ing  
over a whole area o f the c o u r t 's  business) ra th e r than s p e c if ic  
(d e a lin g  w ith  one p a r t ic u la r  case). A fu r th e r  unusual fe a tu re  o f  th is  
ingues t was th a t ,  desp ite  the terms o f the m inute, i t  was almost 
c e r ta in ly  an ins trum en t o f  the k ir k  session ra th e r  than the burgh c o u r t. 
Exam ination o f the burgh co u rt ac t book shows th a t no s p e c ia l co u rt to  
deal w ith  moral o ffe nde rs  sa t on Thursday 1 February 1582 nor on any 
subseguent Thursdays. That day o f the week was however the day on which 
the session convened i t s  weekly meetings and the s u rv iv in g  m inutes o f 
th a t body record  th a t inguests  s im ila r  in  purpose to  the one under 
d iscuss ion  (and l ik e  i t  arranged on a geograph ica l bas is ) were
186appointed so th a t ' f a l t i s  not knawin may be b e tte r  d i s c lo s i t . '
The la s t  inquest to  be considered was never in  a c tu a l fa c t
re fe rre d  to  as such in  the m inutes. This was the group o f in d iv id u a ls
known as the outlandmen. They were appointed a t the Whitsun co u rt o f
the peram bulations and accompanied the m ag is tra tes  in  th e ir
187in s p e c tio n  o f  the marches. The m inutes o f these co u rts  in c lu d e  the
re p o rts  made by these men. Thus in  1581 the re  is  found the 'names o f
thame th a t hes b ro k in  thee Comoun and f a l t i s  in  thee Comoun gevin up bee
188thee o u t la n d m ie r is . ' U sua lly  no a c tio n  was recorded but in  1584 the
f u l l  process o f p rosecu tion  was m inuted. The peram bulation was
conducted on 10 June and the outlandmen produced a l i s t  o f  those who
had encroached on the common lands or the lanes lead ing  th e re to  or who
had damaged the marches (the  stones which marked the bu rgh 's  boundaries
189were fre q u e n tly  moved or even taken away a lto g e th e r ) .  One week 
la te r  a t a ro u t in e  b a i l ie s ' co u rt the l i s t  o f  c u lp r i t s  and th e ir  
o ffences was repeated and each one was 'fu n d  in  the wrang' and punished
175
a c c o rd in g ly . This c le a r ly  shows the d iv is io n  o f  r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  :
the outlandmen inspected the commons and the marches and whether through 
p rev ious knowledge or a c tu a l in v e s t ig a t io n  produced th e ir  re p o r t in  the 
manner ty p ic a l o f  an in q u e s t. T he rea fte r the b a i l ie s  took the 
a p p ro p ria te  a c tio n  aga ins t the m a le fac to rs  id e n t i f ie d  by the outlandmen.
L ike  the inques t ' t o  tak  in q u is it io u n  o f the banneris  and s u e re r is '
the re m it o f  the outlandmen was general ra th e r than s p e c if ic ,  but
o therw ise  the procedure which these men fo llow ed  was s im ila r  to  th a t o f
the o the r inquests  employed by the burgh c o u r t. Indeed the outlandmen
are the on ly  example o f  the burgh co u rt re g u la r ly  using an ass ize ,
a lb e i t  t h e ir  d u tie s  appear to  have been almost t o t a l ly  con fined  to  the
a c t iv i t ie s  o f  one sp e c ia l c o u r t, the Whitsun co u rt o f  the 
191peram bula tions. W ith th is  so le  exception assizes were not used in
the burgh co u rt as a m atte r o f  course but were employed on ly  to  deal 
w ith  s p e c if ic  item s o f business, in  p a r t ic u la r  the se rv ice  o f  h e irs .  In  
genera l terms the d ispensa tion  o f ju s t ic e  res ted  w ith  the p rovost and 
the b a i l ie s  and l i t t l e  recourse was had to  e ith e r  the advice o f  the 
c o u n c il or the knowledge o f in ques ts . Whether th is  had always been the 
case can not be determ ined, but i t  is  poss ib le  to  regard th is  
c o n ce n tra tio n  o f  a u th o r ity  in  the hands o f the m ag is tra tes  as a fu r th e r  
s ign  o f  the o l ig a rc h ic  and un rep rese n ta tive  cha rac te r o f  the bu rgh 's  
governance a t th is  tim e.
5 o The o f f ic ia ls  o f the burgh court
Having e s ta b lish e d  the importance o f the p rovost and b a i l ie s  in  the 
ro u tin e  a d m in is tra tio n  o f ju s t ic e  i t  is  im portan t now to  examine the 
ro le  not ju s t  o f  these m ag is tra tes  but a lso  o f the o the r o f f i c ia l s  
assoc ia ted  w ith  the c o u rt.
192The dempster was always present a t s i t t in g s  o f the c o u rt. He i t
was who fenced the c o u r t,  b r in g in g  i t  to  o rder and c a l l in g  the s u its .
Thus the form ula used to  head the m inutes o f  co u rt meetings in  Glasgow
u s u a lly  concluded w ith  the phrase 'th e  s u i t i s  c a l l i t ,  the co u rt
193c o n fe rm it ',  fo llow ed  by the name o f the dempster. The manner in  
which a barony co u rt was fenced in  the 1560s su rv ives
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' I  defend and fo rb id  in  our soverane la d e is  name,
and in  name and b e h a lf o f  my lo rd  [e tc ] ,  baroune o f
s ic  ane barony and h is  b a i l l ie s  h e ir  present th a t
na man take upoune hand to  t ru b le  th is  co u rt nor
t i l l  speak ane fo r  ane u the r w ith o u t leve  a s k it
194and o b te n it  under the pane o f la w . '
However the dempster derived  h is  t i t l e  from h is  o the r main fu n c t io n ,
the pronouncement o f  doom or judgment. I t  is  probable th a t the o r ig in
o f  th is  o f f ic e  (which was common to  burgh, barony and o the r c o u rts ) la y
in  the e a r l ie r  pe riod  when assizes had played a dominant p a rt in  co u rt
a f f a i r s ,  pronouncing judgment through th e ir  spokesman, the doomsman or
dempster As the assize  d im in ished in  im portance so too d id  the
dempster and by th is  pe riod  he had come to  be the le a s t o f  the cou rt
o f f i c ia l s ,  p a ss ive ly  pronouncing doom as d ire c te d  by the m ag is tra tes
195through the c le rk .  This process is  recorded in  the a c tio n  o f 
re c o g n it io n  pursued by the v ic a rs  ch o ra l o f  Glasgow in  1478-79, a t the 
end o f which S ir  John M ichelson, co u rt c le rk ,  a t the command o f  the 
provost and b a i l ie s  au tho rised  John Neilson, the dempster, to  g ive  'dome'
19 f iin  favour o f  the pursuers. The lo ss  o f s ta tu s  o f th is  o f f i c i a l  was 
perhaps le ss  marked in  Glasgow than elsewhere fo r  w h ile  James S p e ir, 
G lasgow's dempster between 10 January 1574 and 10 May 1575, a lso  acted 
as po inde r, in  o the r co u rts  the dempster could be found doub ling  up as 
hangman and the burgh o f Dysart went so fa r  as to  te rm in a te  the o f f ic e  
in  1570 .197
Once the co u rt had been fenced the s u its  began to  be heard, in  the 
presence o f  one or more o f the b a i l ie s  w ith  or w ith o u t the p rovost in  
attendance. The p ro vo s t, though the c h ie f  m a g is tra te , d id  not need to  
be present and i f  the m inutes are examined i t  can be seen th a t the 
va riou s  provosts  du ring  th is  pe riod  had d is t in c t  ideas as to  whether or 
not they need a tte n d . Robert Lord Boyd (p ro vos t in  1574-75, 1575-76 
and 1576-77) and h is  protege Thomas Crawford o f  J o rd a n h il l (p ro vos t in  
1576-77) were the most a c t iv e , a tte n d in g  re s p e c tiv e ly  25%, 31%, 25% and
19fi49% o f  a l l  c u r ia l  meetings held in  those years. Boyd and h is  nephew 
the archbishop were by no means un in te res te d  in  the a f fa i r s  o f  the 
burgh and the tem poral possessions o f the d iocese, w h ile  the a c t iv e  
ro le  played by Thomas Crawford can be exp la ined by the fa c t th a t ,
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u n lik e  a l l  the o the r p rovosts  in  th is  p e r io d , he was a lo c a l landowner.
T he ir successors, however, played a fa r  le ss  a c t iv e  ro le  in  the 
burgh c o u r t.  Robert e a r l o f  Lennox was p rovost fo r  two term s, 1578-79 
and 1579-80. During h is  f i r s t  year as p rovost he attended on ly  two 
c o u rt s i t t in g s  out o f  a po ss ib le  s ix ty -n in e ,  w h ile  in  1579-80 he appears 
to  have on ly  attended the Whitsun c o u r t. Esme e a r l o f  Lennox, having 
seen to  the e le c t io n  o f a group o f b a i l ie s  and c o u n c il who would be 
acquiescent to  h is  p o l ic ie s ,  attended no meetings o f the co u rt du ring  
h is  year o f  o f f ic e  in  1580-81. Matthew Stewart o f  M into succeeded him 
as p rovost and in  h is  two years o f  o f f ic e ,  1581-83, attended on ly  9% 
and 4?o o f  the s i t t in g s  o f the c o u rt. L ike  the Lennoxes, John e a r l o f 
Montrose was deeply in vo lve d  in  a f fa i r s  o f  s ta te  and he was on ly  present 
a t one meeting o f the burgh co u rt du ring  1583-84. He was succeeeded by 
S ir  W illia m  L iv in g s to n e  o f K i ls y th ,  p rovost du ring  1584-85 and 1585-86. 
A lthough a lo c a l landowner he appears to  have been no more a c t iv e  in  
co u rt a f fa i r s  than h is  predecessors. In  h is  f i r s t  year o f  o f f ic e  he 
attended 9% o f  the meetings o f  the co u rt but in  h is  second term ( fo r  
which a d m itte d ly  the in fo rm a tio n  is  incom plete) he was present a t on ly 
one co u rt s i t t in g .
Not s u rp r is in g ly  the absence o f the p rovosts  placed a cons iderab le
s t ra in  on the b a i l ie s  who were l e f t  to  deal w ith  most o f  the bu rgh 's
ju d ic ia l  business. During the 1570s the number o f b a i l ie s  appointed
was e ith e r  two or th re e . In  the e le c t io n  o f 1574 the m inute
s p e c i f ic a l ly  records th a t the sh o rt le e t  presented to  the archbishop
was ' f o r  nemmyng o f twa or th re  o f thame in  b a i l l ie s  fo r  th is  in s ta n t
y e ir  to  cum, re q u e is tin g  a llw a y is  my lo rd  to  nominat th re  in  respect
199o f the m u ltitu d e  o f th e p e p le  and tru b le s  in  o f f i c e . '  Three were
appoin ted in  1574, but not in  1575 when on ly  W illia m  Cunninghame and 
Andrew B a i l l ie  were chosen. Cunninghame attended 91% o f  the s i t t in g s ,  
but B a i l l ie  d id  not take h is  oath u n t i l  4 May 1576 and d id  not p res ide  
a t a c o u rt u n t i l  8 May, thereby a tte n d in g  on ly  40?o o f  a l l  the s i t t in g s  
du rin g  th a t year. 200 Despite  the problems o f  1575-76 i t  was not u n t i l  
1578 th a t a request was made fo r  th ree  appointees and th ree  were 
chosen. In  1579 the number was reduced to  two (two having been asked 
fo r )  and i t  was on ly  in  the next year th a t a success fu l request fo r  
th re e  was again made. T he rea fte r fo r  the remainder o f  the pe riod  under
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co n s id e ra tio n  th re e  b a i l ie s  were appointed each year, probably to  
compensate fo r  the in c re a s in g  absenteeism o f the p rovosts  and the 
mounting workload.
How fa r  the b a i l ie s  spread the weight o f  co u rt business between 
them is  un c le a r. For example, du ring  1574-75 and 1583-84 (both  years in  
which th ree  b a i l ie s  were appointed) a f a i r l y  e q u ita b le  approach appears 
to  have been adopted. In  the former year the th ree  b a i l ie s  George 
E lph ins tone , A rch iba ld  Lyon and Mr Adam Wallace attended 85%, 80% and 
96% o f  co u rt s i t t in g s  re s p e c tiv e ly  w h ile  in  the la t t e r  W illiam  
Cunninghame, Mr Adam Wallace and Robert S tewart attended 69%, 66% and 
77% re s p e c t iv e ly .  However, absenteeism was not confined to  the 
p ro vos ts . I t  has been observed th a t Andrew B a i l l ie  was absent fo r  much 
o f  the term o f  h is  b a i l ie s h ip  du ring  1575-76 and th a t h is  co lleague , 
W illia m  Cunninghame, was ob lig ed  to  do most o f  the work. During 
1580-81, Robert S tew art, b a i l ie ,  d id  not a ttend  h is  f i r s t  co u rt u n t i l  
17 January 1581. More s t rk in g  s t i l l  was the subsequent year, 1581-82. 
The attendance f ig u re s  fo r  the th ree  b a i l ie s  were 100% (John Graham, 
younger) 53% (Robert S tew art) and 30% (C o lin  Campbell). A lthough 
appoin ted in  October 1581 Campbell d id  not a ttend  h is  f i r s t  co u rt u n t i l  
13 January 1582 and Stewart was absent between 3 March and 5 June 1582. 
Presumably to  compensate fo r  these absences (which may have been 
caused by i l ln e s s  or the pressures o f p r iv a te  bus iness), John Graham 
had shouldered the bu lk  o f the burgh 's  ju d ic ia l  work.
On a t le a s t two occasions ju d ic a l business had to  be held in  the
absence o f  a l l  the m a g is tra te s . The examples occur in  the m inutes fo r
1575-76 du ring  which year i t  w i l l  be re c a lle d  th a t on ly  two b a i l ie s
were in  o f f ic e  and much o f the work had fa l le n  on one o f them, W illiam
Cunninghame. The device employed was to  hold q u a s i-c u r ia l meetings o f
201the type a lready described , the dempster not being p resen t. On 
Thursday 17 November 1575 i t  is  recorded th a t such a meeting was held
' i n  presens o f  Mr Adam W alles auld b a i l l i e  in  absens o f  the b a i l l ie s
202now f u r t  o f  the tow ne.' The second example occurred on Saturday
4 February 1576 ' i n  presens o f  George E lph ins toun  ane o f the
203commissiouners in  absens o f the b a i l l i e s . ' Both men had been
b a i l ie s  in  the prev ious year (1574-75) and to  judge by the second
example, both had been s p e c ia lly  commissioned to  ac t on b e h a lf o f  the
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m a g is tra te s , a lthough no m inute to  th a t e f fe c t  was recorded.
The p rovost and b a i l ie s  were the m ag is tra tes  o f  the c o u r t.  On th e ir  
appointm ent they had to  g ive  an oath ' fo r  l e i l l  and trew  a d m in is tra tio u n  
in  t h a ir  o f f ic e s '20^  before being given th e ir  commissions s e t t in g  out 
t h e ir  d u t ie s . The commission issued to  the b a i l ie s  in  1626 su rv ive s  and 
apa rt from the clauses concerning th e ir  a d m in is tra tiv e  fu n c tio n s , the 
document a lso  d e a lt w ith  t h e ju d ic ia l  s ide  o f th e ir  work. This document 
was probably id e n t ic a l to  the commissions o f the 1570s and 1580s which 
are now lo s t ,  though one p o in t may be noted in  passing. Glasgow had 
become a ro y a l burgh in  1611 but the use o f the c o l le c t iv e  f i r s t  person 
p lu ra l th roughout the 1626 commission re fe rre d  to  the community in  
whose name i t  was issued ( nos comburgenses ac totam communitatem b u rg i 
e t c i v i t a t i s  G lasguensis) . Even the cou rts  o f the burgh were re fe rre d  
to  as be long ing to  the community ( c u r ia s  n o s tra s ) though o f course in  
r e a l i t y  they were ro y a l c o u rts . Whether e a r l ie r  commissions issued 
w h ile  the archbishops c o n tro lle d  the burgh were phrased in  th is  way is  
unknown. However th a t may be, in  1626, the b a i l ie s  were to  'b e g in , 
ho ld , ad jou rn , appo in t and a f f irm  our [th e  com m unity's] cou rts  in  our 
sa id  burgh and to  pursue, defend and p ro te c t our r ig h t s ' ;  they were to  
repledge cases in v o lv in g  burgh in h a b ita n ts  or th e ir  goods ' i n  so fa r  as 
the law d e c la re s ';  and they were to  g ran t sas ine , provided th a t the 
re c ip ie n ts  were burgess in h a b ita n ts . 205
Im p l ic i t  w ith in  th is  rem it was the duty o f the b a i l ie s  (and the
provosts  when they were p resen t) to  consider the s u its  brought before
the co u rt and pronounce judgement on them. As has been noted, th is
fu n c tio n  was e ffe c te d  w ith o u t the ass is tance  o f an assize (save in  the
few cases, c h ie f ly  r e la t in g  to  h e irs h ip ,  when an inques t was
employed) . 206 Assizes may have played an im portan t ro le  in  the pas t,
but w ith  th e ir  demise the re  was less  emphasis on lo c a l knowledge and
more s tre s s  was placed on precedent and the ever deve lop ing code o f
law embodied in  the ac ts  o f  P a rliam ent. The m ag is tra tes  may thus have
achieved g re a te r c o n tro l,  but in  doing so they a lso  placed upon
themselves the f u l l  burden o f  the law. Yet the provosts  and b a i l ie s
were in  le g a l terms amateurs. They were not p ro fe s s io n a l lawyers and
207had no t ra in in g  in  the law.
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This vacuum was f i l l e d  by the o f f ic e  o f common or town c le rk  which
208can be traced  back to  1444.
He was a no ta ry  p u b lic ,  a tra in e d  lawyer whose e x p e rtis e  was 
e s s e n tia l to  the smooth ope ra tion  o f  the c o u r t. Furtherm ore, as keeper 
o f  the burgh reco rds , in c lu d in g  the tow n's p ro to c o l books,209 he was in  
a p o s it io n  to  in fo rm  the m ag is tra tes  o f  the ex is tence  o f  a u s e fu l 
precedent o r o f  the ex ten t o f  burghal p r iv i le g e s .  The accounts 
demonstrate th a t the c le rk  was o fte n  employed on the bu rgh 's  le g a l 
business in  Edinburgh. To quote but one example, in  1575 the c le rk  Mr 
Henry Gibson was paid £26 15s 6d fo r  expenses in cu rre d  in  the c a p ita l 
r e la t in g  to  the tow n 's d ispu te  w ith  Rutherglen over the la d le  dues. 210 
Although a t th is  tim e the re  were no le g a l te x t  books or manuals o f  law, 
the c le rk  probably possessed a fo rm u la ry  co n ta in in g  copies o f  the burgh 
laws and o the r t r a c ts ,  such as su rv ives  fo r  the burgh o f A y r .211
The ro le  o f the c le rk  as the re s id e n t le g a l adv ise r is  emphasised 
when i t  is  observed th a t a lthough the com position o f  the m agistracy 
changed every year, and the common c le rk s  were themselves su b je c t to  
annual re -e le c t io n ,  on ly  two men held th is  o f f ic e  du ring  th is  pe riod  :
Mr Henry Gibson (1574-81) and A rch iba ld  Hegate (1581-88). Indeed 
on one occasion Hegate presided over an a c tio n  in  the manner u s u a lly  
reserved to  the m ag is tra te s . This unusual example occurred on 1 May 
1583 and a lthough i t  was not a form al co u rt s i t t in g ,  i t  was a quas i­
ju d ic ia l  meeting o f  the type fre q u e n tly  found in  the m inutes :
'The q u h ilk  day in  the presens o f  me no ta r . . .  
com perit James T a ilzeo u r merchant and c o n fe s s it 
th a t h is  w y ff in  h is  name re s s a v it  f ra  Robert 
Steward, David W ilson and N in ian D arrocht 10 p o lk is
wade and 100 pund o f s i lv e r  o f  the sowme c o n te n it
212in  the sa id  David and R obertis  o b l ig a t io u n . '
There is  no th ing  out o f  the o rd in a ry  here in  terms o f  the type o f
business in v o lv e d . M inutes o f  th is  type abound, but what is  unique
is  th a t the m atte r was recorded before  the c le rk  and not one o f  the
b a i l ie s .  Presumably the business had been delegated to  Hegate by the
m ag is tra tes  a lthough , u n lik e  the instances o f  delegated powers noted in
1575 and 1576 the re  is  no th ing  in  the m inutes to  suggest th a t the b a i l ie s  
213were out o f  town. This in c id e n t,  whatever i t s  o the r ra m if ic a t io n s ,
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shows th a t the o f f ic e  o f c le rk  was pow erfu l and almost on a par w ith  th a t 
o f  b a i l ie  , and i t  is  p e r t in e n t to  note th a t the c le rk s  rece ived the same
oiA
fee as the b a i l ie s  from the bu rgh 's  common good.
The common c le r k 's  t i t l e  was derived  from the o the r duty which he
was o b lig ed  to  c a rry  o u t. I t  was h is  job  to  ensure th a t the burgh
c o u r t 's  proceedings were recorded. However he may not always have done
th is  p e rs o n a lly . When W illiam  Hegate p ro tes te d  a t the se rv ice  o f
George E lph ins tone  as h e ir  to  c e r ta in  lands in  May 1576 he asked fo r
' ane c le rk  to  be a d jo n it  to  James Fleming now s it ta n d  in  p lace o f  c le rk
conforme to  the ac t o f  pa rliam en t and thay to  subscryve m u tu a lly  . . .
m aist c h e i f l ie  becaus the sa id  James is  not no tare  nor t h a ir  c le rk  
215o rd in a r . ' This request was refused but i t  shows th a t Mr. Henry 
Gibson, the then c le rk ,  was not present and h is  p lace had been taken by 
Flem ing. The id e n t i t y  o f  James Fleming is  in t r ig u in g  : e ith e r  he was a
p u p il o f  Gibson or he was the same James Fleming who a t th is  tim e was a
216c o u n c il lo r  and master o f  work. As E lph instone was a lso  a c o u n c il lo r  
a t th is  tim e Hegate may w e ll have had grounds fo r  h is  com pla in t on the 
bas is  o f  some consp iracy headed by E lph instone and James Flem ing, but
th is  can be no more than a co n je c tu re .
However i t  can probably be assumed th a t the c le rk  was u s u a lly
present a t the co u rt hea rings, i f  on ly to  g ive  le g a l advice to  the
m a g is tra te s . Another co u rt o f f i c i a l ,  whose presence was not
217always re q u ire d , was the common p ro c u ra to r. H is re m it was to  pursue 
cases on b e h a lf o f  the burgh. In  1574 M ichael B a ird , the common 
p rocu ra to r,w as  found pursuing Margaret Graham ' f o r  non de lyu e rin g  o f the 
hewcht irn e  chenyeis had in  keping o f the toun be h i r ; '  John P o llo k ,
cooper, and o the rs  fo r  a se rious  r i o t ,  accusing them o f re s is t in g  the
m ag is tra tes  in  the execution o f th e ir  o f f ic e  and thereby contraven ing  
t h e ir  burgess oaths; and S ir  James Fleming fo r  having re fused (c o n tra ry  
to  a p rev ious agreement between the burgh and Flem ing) to  vacate S t. 
Mungo's ch a p la in ry  on o b ta in in g  e n try  to  S t. C h ris to p h e r 's  ch a p la in ry
21ft(bo th  c h a p la in r ie s  being in  the g i f t  o f  the burgh ).
I t  has been argued elsewhere th a t th is  o f f i c i a l  was ak in  to  the 
modern p ro cu ra to r f is c a l  and th a t he was always a law yer. 219 However, 
the re  is  no th ing  to  in d ic a te  th a t he decided whether a case should
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proceed or not and w ith  the excep tion o f the incumbent du ring  1573-74, 
M ichael B a ird , a n o ta ry , a l l  the ho lders o f th is  o f f ic e  were laymen. 
Thus B a ird 's  successor was James Fleming who is  be lie ved  to  have been a 
merchant and was then a c tin g  as a c o u n c il lo r .  A l l  the o the r 
p ro cu ra to rs  were a lso  prom inent c o u n c il lo rs ,  the on ly  excep tion 
o ccu rr in g  in  1575-76 when Robert Lord Boyd, the p rovos t, acted as 
common p ro c u ra to r . Not s u rp r is in g ly  w ith  a membership such as th is  the 
p ro c u ra to rs h ip  was a p o s it io n  o f s ta tu s , and the men who held th is  post 
rece ived  an annual s a la ry  e q u iva le n t to  th a t enjoyed by the b a i l ie s  and 
the c le rk .  220
I t  is  ap p ro p ria te  a t th is  ju n c tu re  to  consider the l in e r s  who 
a lthough they were not s a la r ie d  were men o f some rank. The e a r l ie s t  
re fe rence  to  the a c t iv i t ie s  o f l in e r s  in  the burgh is  found in  1464.221 
By the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  they were chosen each Michaelmas a f te r  the 
c o u n c il had been e lec te d  and numbered between f iv e  and nine men. P r io r  
to  the e le c tio n s  o f  1579 a t le a s t two (and sometimes th re e ) were 
c o u n c il lo rs ,  but a f te r  th a t date the m a jo r ity  were co u n c il members. I t  
is  conce ivab le  th a t in  e a r l ie r  periods the l in e r s  had been an a s s iz e ,222 
the merribership being chosen fo r  th e ir  knowledge o f a p a r t ic u la r  case, 
but by the 1570s they were c le a r ly  a s tand ing  body, and i t  is  noteworthy 
th a t the l in e r s  always inc luded the master o f  work. I t  is  a lso  no tab le  
th a t they always inc luded  among th e ir  number a mason, no doubt fo r  h is  
te c h n ic a l e x p e rt is e . This fa c t  probably exp la ins  the appearance from 
tim e to  tim e o f men a c tin g  as l in e r s  who, though not appointed a t the 
Michaelmas e le c tio n s , appear to  have been subsequently co-opted by 
th e ir  co lleagues.
D espite  the prevalence o f c o u n c il lo rs  in  t h e ir  membership, the 
l in e r s  formed a committee o f the co u rt ra th e r than o f the c o u n c il and 
helped the m ag is tra tes  to  m a in ta in  good neighbourhood or v ic in i t a s , an 
aspect o f  the c o u r t 's  work which was known as i t s  a e d il ic  
ju r i s d ic t io n . 22-5 The l in e r s ' re m it was to  ensure th a t in d iv id u a ls  d id  
no t encroach on or damage each o th e rs ' p ro p e rty  and encompassed those 
fu n c tio n s  la te r  known as b u ild in g  c o n tro l and p lann ing . A fte r  1605 
th is  area o f  the burgh c o u r t 's  ju r is d ic t io n  was delegated to  the new
224dean o f  g u ild  c o u rt.
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During the 1570s and 1580s the re  are seve ra l examples which show 
the l in e r s '  c lose  re la t io n s h ip  w ith  the c o u r t.  Thus in  May 1574 the 
b a i l ie s  ordered Peter Lymburner and S ir  John Mason to  re p a ir  a 
dangerous b u ild in g  in  G re y fr ia rs  Wynd 'conforme to  the s ic h t in g  
t h a ir o f  maid be the ly n e r is  o f  the to u n e . ' 225 In  May 1582 the l in e r s
s e t t le d  a boundary d ispu te  between two burgesses:
'The q u ilk  day [ th e  l in e r s ]  past a t the command
o f John Graham b a i l l i e  to  the tenements o f  [ ]
P e ttig rew  ta ilz e o u r  and A rch iba ld  Robesoun merchant 
lia n d  on the no rth  s ide  o f the g a it  passand f ra  the 
k ir k  to  the m erca tt croce and th a ir  v is e i t  l y n i t  and 
m arch it the sa id  tenem entis as fo llo w is  . . .  and 
s to b b it  the samyn q u h ilk  w ith  avise o f the sa id  b a i l l i e
th a i decerne to  be o b s e rv it in  a l l  tyme cumyng
226b e tw ix t the sa id  p a r t ie s . '
In  the fo llo w in g  October they were invo lved  in  g iv in g  'p la n n in g  consent'
to  a p e t i t io n  from James Anderson requesting  th a t he be a llowed to  do
some work on a gable a t the South P o rt: 'q u h ilk  p e t it io u n  . . .  the
b a i l l ie s  t h a i r f o i r  wyth the advise o f the coun se ll and ly n e r is  be the
te n o u r 'h e iro f  g ra n t is  and p e r m i t t is . ' Anderson was ordered to  see th a t
the work was w e ll executed and presumably because i t  in vo lve d  some
a lie n a t io n  o f common land he was to  pay 3s 8d y e a rly  to  the 
227t re a s u re r.
However i t  must be noted th a t elsewhere a case dea ling  w ith  a 
dangerous b u ild in g  228 and a s im ila r  request fo r  p lann ing  perm ission to  
the above229 were d e a lt w ith  apparen tly  w ith o u t re fe rence  to  the 
l in e r s .  In  the la t t e r  type o f  case, as a lie n a t io n  o f common lands was 
in v o lv e d , the assent o f  the co u n c il was o f  g re a te r im portance. The 
l in e r s '  main fu n c tio n  la y  in  the se ttlem en t o f  boundary d ispu tes and in  
such cases they c le a r ly  acted 'a t  the command' o f  the m ag is tra tes  as 
agents o f  the c o u r t . 2"50
The le s s e r o f f i c ia l s  associa ted  w ith  the co u rt inc luded  the 
dempster (a lready  considered) 231 the water b a i l ie ,  the po inder and the 
o f f ic e r s .  The d u tie s  o f  these men re q u ire  to  be examined in  some 
d e ta i l .
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The water b a i l ie ,  as h is  t i t l e  suggests, was a co u rt o f f i c i a l  who
acted w ith in  a c le a r ly  de fined  rem it which was se t out in  e ig h t
re g u la t io n s  issued on 15 October 1605. 232 The f i r s t  o f  these was
concerned w ith  h is  somewhat s u rp r is in g  ro le  v is -a - v is  the bu rgh 's
le p e r community. L is ts  o f  le pe rs  were presented to  the head c o u rts .
I n i t i a l l y  these l i s t s  appear w ith o u t any exp lana tion  but a t the Easter
head co u rt o f  1584 and th e re a fte r  i t  was minuted th a t the l i s t s  were
233presented by the water b a i l ie .  His connection w ith  the le pe rs  no 
doubt arose because they were confined in  S t. N in ia n 's  h o s p ita l which 
was s itu a te d  a t the south end o f the b rid g e , c lose  to  the r i v e r . 234 
In  May 1582 a s ta tu te  was issued which sought to  c o n tro l the movement 
o f  le pe rs  and s ig n i f ic a n t ly  the water b a i l ie ,  along w ith  the o f f ic e r s ,  
was ordered to  see th a t the ac t was observed. 235 The re g u la t io n  o f  1605 
a lso  addressed th is  problem but a d d it io n a lly  inc luded  o the r p ro v is io n s  
which make i t  c le a r th a t the water b a i l ie  was in  charge o f the le p e r 
h o s p ita l : he was to  ensure th a t none but those sent by the m ag is tra tes  
and c o u n c il were to  res ide  a t the h o s p ita l;  he was to  p rov ide  the 
le pe rs  w ith  ' t h a i r  d e w tie s ', emoluments which were funded from fin e s
c o lle c te d  by the water b a i l ie  from those who transgressed the bu rgh 's
236r iv e r  s ta tu te s ; he was to  'p u t th a ir  w ic tu a l l  to  the he ichest 
p ry c e ',  a comment which suggests th a t the produce grown by the le pe r 
community a t the h o s p ita l was presented to  the market by the water 
b a i l ie ;  and he was to  ensure th a t they v is i te d  the burgh on ly  tw ice  per
week and th a t when they d id  so they kept th e ir  d is tance  from the
townspeople and re fra in e d  from begging.
The rem aining seven re g u la tio n s  o f 1605 concerned the water 
b a i l i e 's  d u tie s  w ith  respect to  the bu rgh 's  r iv e r  s ta tu te s , most o f  which
were concerned w ith  the buying and s e l l in g  o f f is h .  F o re s ta ll in g ,
237engrossing and re g ra tin g  in  f is h  were fo rb id d e n . Instead they were
to  be presented fo r  sa le  a t 'th e  fis c h e  croce ' and the water b a i l ie  was
to  ensure th a t no one so ld  ' k i l l i n g  to  s tra n g e r is  or o u tt in to w n is  f o lk is  
q u h i l l  the towne be s t a i k i t . '  The water b a i l ie  was to  re p o rt a l l  
breaches o f  these s ta tu te s  to  the m ag is tra tes  and was given power to  
a r re s t the goods o f in d iv id u a ls  thought to  be g u i l t y  o f  tra n sg re ss ing  
these measures. The s ix th  re g u la tio n  is  o f  p a r t ic u la r  in te re s t  s ince  
i t  shows the bu rgh 's  concern regard ing  the poor c o n d it io n  o f the r iv e r
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and the im portance o f  m a in ta in in g  a nav igab le  channel : the water b a i l ie  
was to  ' s u f f i r  na s ta in is  nor b a l le s t  to  be cassin  out o f  b o i t is  and 
b a rk is  in  the w a t t i r  or w a t t i r s y d . '
A lthough these re g u la tio n s  as to  the water b a i l ie 's  terms o f
re fe rence  pos t-da te  the main period  under co n s id e ra tio n  i t  is  ev iden t
from the m inutes o f the 1570s and 1580s th a t they a ccu ra te ly  r e f le c t
the d u tie s  which he undertook a t th a t tim e. However a problem remains
w ith  respect to  the e x ten t o f  th is  o f f i c i a l ' s  t e r r i t o r i a l  ju r is d ic t io n
which, on the bas is  o f c h a rte r evidence a lone, would appear to  have
been cons ide rab le . From the f i f te e n th  cen tu ry  onwards, i f  not be fo re ,
Glasgow had sought to  enforce what i t  regarded as i t s  ex tens ive
commercial p r iv i le g e s  on the Clyde a t the expense o f the o the r r ip a r ia n
238burghs, most no tab ly  Dumbarton. When Glasgow became a ro y a l burgh
in  1611 th is  t e r r i t o r y  was s p e c i f ic a l ly  de fined  very much in  terms
s im ila r  to  those on which Glasgow had in s is te d  in  e a r l ie r
c e n tu r ie s . The burgesses were to  have
'th e  load ing  and unload ing o f sh ips . . .  home or fo re ig n
coming in  the Clyde . . .  from the Clochstane [two m iles
down r iv e r  from Gourock] to  the b ridge  o f  Glasgow,
salmon f is h in g  below and above the sa id  b ridge  . . .  w ith
239fre e  p r iv i le g e  o f the water and r iv e r  o f  C lyd e '.
In  1636 th is  c h a rte r was confirm ed and w ith  i t  the bu rgh 's  p r iv i le g e  o f 
'e le c t in g  a water b a i l ie  to  have charge o f the water 
w ith in  the sa id  r iv e r  o f Clyde where the sea ebbs and 
flow s and w ith in  the whole bounds th e re o f below the 
b ridge  o f  Glasgow to  the Clochstane and o f c o rre c tin g  
a l l  wrongs and outrages committed on the sa id  r iv e r  
w ith in  the bounds th e r e o f . '
I t  is  probab le  th a t the water b a i l ie  in  theory exerc ised ju r is d ic t io n  
over th is  wide area du ring  the 1570s and 1580s, as the above e x tra c ts  
were very much a de iu re  re c o g n it io n  o f  the c la im s over the Clyde which 
Glasgow had pursued fo r  seve ra l c e n tu r ie s . Nonetheless i t  is  e q u a lly  
obvious th a t in  p ra c t ic e  the water b a i l ie  was in  no p o s it io n  to  
adequately p o lic e  th is  ex tens ive  area.
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In  November 1635 a s ta tu te  was issued whereby the m ag is tra tes  and 
c o u n c il,  having noted th a t the o f f ic e  o f  water b a i l ie  had fa l le n  in to  
d is re p u te  'be the admissioun th a ir to  o f  d iv e rs  decayed and depauperat 
persounes ', decreed th a t in  fu tu re  the incumbent was to  be 'ane o f  the
241best s o r t  and rank o f  the c o u n s e ll. ' When the trend  complained o f
here began can not be asce rta ined . During the years 1574 to  1586 th is
p o s it io n  was dominated by Mr W illiam  Logan who held the o f f ic e  u n t i l  1585
when he was replaced f i r s t  by John C lerk  and then by Stephen Glasgow.
N e ithe r Logan nor Glasgow were c o u n c il lo rs ,  (though C lerk  may be the same
John C le rk  who sa t on the co u n c il seve ra l tim es du ring  th is  p e r io d ) .242
C e rta in ly  the water b a i l ie  does not seem to  have been held in  much
re spec t. Offences aga ins t th is  o f f i c i a l ,  whether they were cases o f
d isobedience or a c tu a l p h ys ica l a ssa u lts , appear to  have been punished
l i g h t l y .  For example in  February 1582 Janet Bogle was found g u i l t y  ' f o r
s t re ik in g  Mr W illia m  Logan and breking o f h is  s t a l f '  and one year la te r
Bessie Lowrie was accused o f ' s t ra ik in g  m a s t i r fu l l ie  o f  Mr W illia m  Logan
w a tte r b a i l l i e '  and w ith  o the rs  o f having taken f is h  'a t  th a ir  awin
hand and d is t r ib u t in g  the samyn a t th a ir  awin p leasour in  contempt o f
the. b a i l l ie s  and w a t t i r  b a i l l i e  th a ir  o f f i c e r ' .  On each occasion no
more was recorded than th a t doom was given aga ins t the accused, a
form ula which suggests a ro u tin e  punishment such as a f in e ;  by way o f
c o n tra s t s im ila r  o ffences committed aga ins t the o f f ic e r s  could re s u lt
243in  severe p e n a lt ie s .
A lthough the water b a i l ie  was a co u rt o f f i c i a l  h is  presence a t the
c o u rt was probably not deemed necessary unless cases o f th is  s o r t  (o r
m atte rs in v o lv in g  the le p e r community) were being considered. Another
c o u rt o f f i c i a l  whose presence a t co u rt s i t t in g s  was not always requ ire d
was the p o in d e r.244 The exact nature  o f th is  o f f i c i a l ' s  re m it is  not
c le a r  but i t  would seem th a t h is  ta sk , which was to  poind or impound
p ro p e rty , was c lo s e ly  associa ted  w ith  the im plem entation o f the burgh 's
s ta tu te s . C ontraventions o f s ta tu te s  invo lved  a v a r ie ty  o f  p e n a ltie s
but cou ld  in c lu d e  the escheating o f a person 's  goods. The bye-laws
re la t in g  to  the c o n tro l o f  the market fre q u e n tly  inc luded  th is  pena lty  :
fo r  example, a l l  f is h  and f le s h  were to  be brought to  the market fo r  sa le
'vnder the pane o f eschetyng o f samekle as be is  fund h id  in  h o u s s is ',
w h ile  no ta llo w  was to  be so ld  to  out o f  town men 'vnder the pane o f
245eschetyng o fth e  samyn.' However the d ire c t  involvem ent o f  the poinder 
in  e n fo rc in g  the s ta tu te s ,
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which can on ly  be in fe r re d  from these examples, is  demonstrated c le a r ly
by two ac ts  o f  1577 re la t in g  to  the bu rgh 's  common lands. On 24 May an
act was passed concern ing damage to  arab le  lands by trespass which
ordered James S p e ir, who was then po inde r, ' t o  pas throw the towne and
246proclame the samyn.' In  the fo llo w in g  October an act was passed
fo rb id d in g  the g raz ing  o f sheep on the burgh ' s 'r u d is ' ,  o r a rab le  lands.
The pen a lty  fo r  the f i r s t  f a u l t  would be a f in e  o f 8s . ,  fo r  the second
fa u l t  24s. and fo r  the th ir d  fa u l t  the sheep were to  be c o n fisca te d .
This s ta tu te  concluded by o rde rin g  the poinder ' t o  exerce th is  s ta tu t
247v n d ir  the pane o f  d e p riv a tio u n  o f h is  o f f i c e . '
I t  seems l i k e ly  th a t the poinder was a lso  invo lved in  cases o f
deb t, impounding the goods o f  the debtor and d is t r a in in g  them i f  the
accused was found g u i l t y .  Here however the na ture  o f  h is  re m it is
unc lea r because the o f f ic e r s  were a lso  invo lved  in  po ind ing  and
d is t r a in in g  (th e  re m it o f  the la t t e r  recorded in  1580 s ta te s  th a t the
o f f ic e r s  were to  f in d  cau tio ne rs  fo r ,  in te r  a l i a , ' repondyng fo r  the
248guddis to  be poynd it be tham e '). Probably such po ind ings and 
d is tra in m e n ts  were e ffe c te d  by the o f f ic e r s  accompanied by the po inde r, 
and the impounded p ro p e rty  was then ' f e n c i t '  or guarded by the 
o f f ic e r s .  However, i f  the s ta tu te  o f October 1577 quoted above can be 
taken as in d ic a t iv e  o f normal p ra c t ic e , the u lt im a te  re s p o n s ib i l i ty  
res ted  w ith  the po inde r. Whatever the case i t  seems c e r ta in  th a t i f  
the burgh was i t s e l f  the pursuer, the poinder would be d i r e c t ly  
in vo lve d .
I f  the re m its  o f  the water b a i l ie  and poinder were s p e c ia lis e d  
the same could not be sa id  fo r  the o f f ic e r s  who had a wide range o f 
fu n c t io n s . There were always fou r appoin tees, save in  1585 when i t  was 
thought expedient 'becaus o f the p e s t' to  appo in t two e x tra  
o f f ic e r s .  249 These were the 'po licem en ' o f  the burgh and th e ir  task 
was ' t o  ke ip  the s ta tu t is  maid the y e i r is  p reced ing ' and to  be ' trew
and d i l ig e n t  in  th a ir  o f f ic e s  be p u tt in g  o f  rolm ounts [ i . e .  co u rt
250o rd e rs ] to  e x e c u tio u n '. The o f f ic e r s  were in  e f fe c t  the execu tive  
arm o f  the burgh c o u r t, c a l l in g  s u ito rs  to  the co u rt and ensuring th a t 
the d ec is io ns  o f the co u rt were e ffe c te d . They were thus invo lved  in  
every aspect o f  the c o u r t 's  work.
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Not s u rp r is in g ly  the o f f ic e r s  were o fte n  the v ic t im s  o f  abuse and
v io le n c e . As an example (and there  are many o the rs  o f  a s im ila r  na tu re )
John W alker, f le s h e r ,  had h is  freedom c r ie d  down ( th a t  is ,  he ceased to
be a burgess) in  August 1574 fo r  'd issobey ing  the o f f ic ia r e s  in
execu tioun o f  th a ir  o f f ic e  and a ls  in  manassing and b o is t in g  o f thame
251w ith  ane kny f sayand he su ld  s try k  thame t h a i r w i t h t . ' The m inutes 
a lso  record  seve ra l instances o f deforcement(when they were prevented 
from execu ting  a co u rt d e c is io n , u s u a lly  a po ind ing ) o r d isobedience 
(as when an in d iv id u a l re fused to  be placed in  ward by an o f f ic e r  on the
9 co
in s tru c t io n s  o f the c o u r t) .
However i t  is  e q u a lly  c le a r from the m inutes th a t the a u th o r it ie s
had d i f f i c u l t i e s  in  c o n t ro l l in g  th e ir  o f f ic e r s .  A s ta tu te  passed in
October 1575 ordained th a t i f  the o f f ic e r s  were 'noch t s e rv ia b le  bot
com m ittis  f a i t  t h a ir in to  wordy d e p r iu a t io n ' then they were to  be
253L n s ta n tly  removed from o f f ic e .  On 18 February 1576 John Watson was 
dism issed fo r  m a la d m in is tra tio n , an event which was marked by the 
passage o f  a s ta tu te  on the same day o rde rin g  th a t in  fu tu re  't o  evadye 
fo ir s e  and eschew m isvsing o f the o f f ic e r is  in  executioun o f th a ir  
o f f ic e  in  tymes cumyng' the o f f ic e r s  p r io r  to  t h e ir  admission were to  
' fynd s u f f ic ie n t  cautioun a c t i t  in  th is  burght fo r  le le  and trew 
a d m in is tra tio u n  in  th a ir  o f f ic e s  . . .  and to  refunde the p a r te is  damnage 
and s k a y th is  s u s te n it  by tham throw d e fa lt  and neg ligens o f thame in
25Avsyng o f th a ir  o f f i c e s . ' In  October 1576 a fu r th e r  p ro v is io n  forbad 
the reappointm ent o f  any o f f ic e r  who had been dism issed and ordered the 
's k e l la t '  to  pass through the burgh before  each head co u rt to  warn 
anyone having a com pla in t aga ins t the o f f ic e r s  to  appear a t the head 
c o u r t,  'q u h i lk is  thane salbe examinat and g i f  th a i o r ony o f thame [ i . e .  
the o f f ic e r s ]  be fund worthy o f d e p riv a tio u n  to  be dep ryw it as sa id  is ,  
and th is  nocht to  stop ony wther tymes quhen th a ir  f a l t i s  maye be 
co m p la yn tit on . ' 255
Nonetheless the o f f ic e r s  continued to  g ive  tro u b le . One week a f te r  
h is  appointment on 3 October 1577 R ichard Todd was dism issed ' f o r  
passing a t h is  awin hand but command o f  prouest or b a i l l ie s '  to  pu t in to  
ward two t a i lo r s  and poind Margaret Woddrop in  S tockw e ll fo r  non-payment 
o f  an unlaw o f which she had not been co n v ic te d . The p rovos t, b a i l ie s
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and c o u n c il 'vo ta n d ' ordered th a t h is  'vand ' was to  be taken from him
and th a t he was to  be removed from o f f ic e .  At the same tim e Todd's
ca u tio n e r (John C le rk , deacon o f the t a i lo r s )  was put in  the
m a g is tra te s ' w i l l  ' f o r  gewing command and cawsing R iche rt Tod to  do the
256premisses be ane a l le g i t  t a ik in  o f  the b a i l l i e s . ' On 9 November 1577
James Anderson was appointed in  Todd's p lace 'under p ro v is io u n  he ke ip
257guid s e rv ice  and r e u le . ' N o tw iths tand ing  these events and the 
s ta tu te  o f October 1576 which had fo rb idden  the reappointm ent o f  a 
dism issed o f f ic e r ,  Todd was reappointed in  October 1578. Patronage was 
in  evidence here fo r  th is  was done a t the request o f  the archbishop and
a ffo rd s  a good example o f  the measure o f in flu e n ce  which the
25ftsu p e rio r could e xe rt over the co u rt and i t s  o f f i c ia l s .
The in c id e n ts  in v o lv in g  John Watson and R ichard Todd can have done 
l i t t l e  to  promote respect fo r  the o f f ic e r s  and the m is tru s t which 
ensued was demonstrated in  the s ta tu te s  passed by the c o u n c il r e la t in g  
to  the in sp e c tio n  o f  the m arkets. In  1575 these in spec tion s  were to  be 
c a rr ie d  out by the b a i l ie s  and the o f f ic e r s ,  but the same act in  the 
ve rs ions  issued in  1578 and 1579 express ly  ordered th a t ' na o f f ic ia r e  
en te r in  the m e rc a ttis  fo r  v is e in g  th a ir o f  bot th a t th a ir  be ane
259b a i l l i e  w ich t h im . '
What was the s ta tu s  o f the o f f ic e rs ?  Three o f  these men were
260in vo lve d  in  farm ing the bu rgh 's  p e tty  customs du ring  the 1570s; 
th is  in d ic a te s  th a t the o f f ic e r s  were in  a l l  p ro b a b il i ty  burgesses s ince 
unfreemen would have been in  no p o s it io n ,  s o c ia l ly  o r f in a n c ia l ly ,  to  
b id  fo r  these farms. Indeed i t  is  h ig h ly  u n l ik e ly  th a t burgesses 
would have countenanced the a u th o r ity  o f  the o f f ic e r s  had they been 
unfreemen. I t  seems e q u a lly  c e r ta in ,  however, th a t the in d iv id u a ls  who 
acted as o f f ic e r s  were m inor burgesses and i t  is  no tab le  th a t none o f 
these men ever became sen io r o f f i c ia l s  or c o u n c il lo rs .  As an 
in d ic a t io n  o f th e ir  lower s ta tu s  and more l im ite d  means i t  may be noted 
th a t seve ra l o f  the o f f ic e r s  appear to  have had f in a n c ia l d i f f i c u l t i e s .  
The accounts fo r  1574-75 record a payment o f  alms to  James Anderson; 
those o f  1577-78 record a s im ila r  payment being made to  David M ath ie; 
John Stobo, e x - o f f ic e r ,  rece ived David L y le s ' burgess e n try  f in e  because 
o f h is  pove rty  in  November 1577; on 28 October 1584 Robert Brown's 
burgess f in e  was given to  Robert L e t t r ic k ,  former o f f ic e r ,  ' f o r  h is
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support and he lp , being a l t e r i t  and chang it in  h is  o f f i c e ' ;  and the 
1584-85 accounts record  alms being paid to  Andrew Anderson,
r-r-. 261e x - o f f ic e r .
These d i f f i c u l t i e s  must have been caused in  p a rt by the haphazard 
manner by which the o f f ic e r s  were pa id . They appear to  have rece ived 
th e ir  fees a t Yule, probably a t the Yule head c o u r t. A lthough the 
m inutes o f the Yule head cou rts  con ta in  no re fe rences to  th is  p ra c t ic e , 
a s ta tu te  o f  8 October 1579 ordained th a t ' f o r  t h a ir  Yule waige th is  
y e ir  [ th e  o f f ic e r s ]  wer to  cum nocht to  se ik  the samyn bot to  take fo r  
th a ir  la b o u r is ,  v iz . ,  fo r  i l k  warnyng f ra  i l k  freman v id .  and f ra  i l k  
vnfreman v i i i d . ;  and fo r  warnyng o f frem ennis w itnes i i i j d .  and 
vnfrem ennis v i d . ' Nonetheless, in  a d d it io n  to  these ad hoc payments,
the s ta tu te  concluded by a l lo c a t in g  to  them ' f o r  th a ir  support, o f  the
262commoun guddis, twa to  be maid burgessis a t th a ir  r e q u e is t is . ' How
long th is  experiment la s te d  is  not known : however the re  is  evidence
263th a t the system o f 'Y u ile  w a ig is ' was in  ope ra tion  again by 1628.
The d iv e rs io n  o f two burgess f in e s  seemed to  admit th a t the form o f
rem uneration proposed m ight prove inadequate. In  fa c t  seve ra l examples
o f bur’gess f in e s  being d iv e rte d  to  the o f f ic e r s  can be found in  the
264m inutes, both be fore  and a f te r  the passage o f the above s ta tu te .
When i t  is  re c a lle d  th a t the o f f ic e r s  were a lso  in  re c e ip t o f  alms i t  
seems c e r ta in  th a t these men d id  not rece ive  an adequate wage. I t  is  
no tab le  th a t on fo u r o f  the occasions when the o f f ic e r s  rece ived
burgess f in e s ,  the minutes recorded th a t they were to  use the money
265s p e c i f ic a l ly  to  improve th e ir  un ifo rm s. I t  appears th a t not on ly 
were these men poor : the genera l rough and tumble which th e ir  d u tie s  
fo rced  upon them so damaged th e ir  c lo th in g  th a t the m ag is tra tes  and 
c o u n c il considered th e ir  appearance to  be an embarrassment. Thus the 
accounts record a disbursement on 21 November 1581 o f £20 to  Margaret 
Hunter ' fo r  b lue c lo th  to  be the o f f i c e r is  c la i t h is  agains the k in g is  
cummen to  the toune . ' 266
I t  has been observed th a t the o f f ic e r s  were the execu tive  arm o f 
the c o u r t,  c a rry in g  out i t s  dec is ions  and sentences. In  c i v i l  cases 
th is  cou ld  in v o lv e  po ind ing  and d is t r a in in g  p ro p e rty , w h ile  an e n try  in  
the accounts shows th a t they could be c a lle d  upon to  execute
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punishments: 3s 4d was paid to  the o f f ic e r s  ' f o r  dowking o f Janet
267Fawside' in  November 1374. However severer punishments were, during
the 1570s and 1580s, e ffe c te d  by Malcolm Ham ilton. He was probably the
hangman, though h is  exact p o s it io n  was never d isc lo se d . The on ly
re fe rences to  him occur in  the accounts which record severa l payments
( i n i t i a l l y  2s, r is in g  to  3s 4d in  1575-76) fo r  scourg ing in d iv id u a ls  
268through the burgh. For some reason these e n tr ie s  cease a f te r  the
1578-79 accounts. P oss ib ly  Hamilton was a 're fo rm e d 1 c r im in a l,  fo r  in
1605 the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il out o f  'c lem encie and g r i t  m erc ie ' and
being 'd e s o la t o f  ane executour to  execute the h ie  ju s t ic e  [o n ]
m a le fa c to u r is ' appointed an apprehended t h ie f  (who had been p re v io u s ly
banished on pain o f  death) to  the post o f hangman. John M 'C le lla n d , the
appo in tee , was encouraged to  re ta in  th is  p o s it io n  : 'g iv e  e v ir  he eschew
h e i r e f t i r  or l e i f  the sa id  o f f ic e  . . .  he be h an g it to  the de id , but ane
assyse, q u h a ire v ir  he maybe app re hend it. '  However the a u th o r it ie s ,
sensing th a t M 'C le lla n d 's  p o s it io n  was l i k e ly  to  be in v id io u s , decreed
269th a t anyone abusing the new execu tioner would be fin e d  £5.
M a le fac to rs  were from tim e to  tim e warded (a type o f  house a rre s t
0-70a t the expense o f the accused) or im prisoned. The la t t e r  punishment
was ra re ly  used s ince the burgh u s u a lly  had to  pay fo r  the maintenance
o f the p riso n e rs  du ring  th e ir  in c a rc e ra tio n . Nonetheless the re  was
o bv ious ly  a need fo r  a g a o le r, i f  on ly  on a p a r t- t im e  bas is .
References in  the accounts in d ic a te  th a t the p lace o f confinem ent was
271the to lb o o th  and in  p a r t ic u la r  the 'heychthous' o f  th a t b u ild in g .
That b u ild in g  (which a lso  acted as the co u rt house and co u n c il chamber)
had a c lo ck  or 'knok ' which was m ainta ined du ring  the 1570s and 1580s
272by s i r  A rch iba ld  D ic k ie , a former p r ie s t .  D ic k ie  was employed by the 
k ir k  session as i t s  gao le r : in  December 1583 the session decreed th a t 
o ffe nde rs  were to  pay D ic k ie , described as ' ja v e l lo u r ' ,  1s 6d each fo r  
t h e ir  maintenance .273 A lthough the burgh records are s i le n t  on th is
su b je c t i t  is  l i k e ly  th a t D ic k ie  was a lso  employed by the burgh co u rt
in  the same c a p a c ity , as and when h is  se rv ice s  were re q u ire d .
The la s t  co u rt o f f i c i a l  to  be considered was the u n iv e rs ity  
o f f ic e r  who, desp ite  h is  t i t l e ,  was appointed by the m ag is tra tes  and
274
c o u n c il o f  the burgh, a lb e i t  a t the request o f  the c o lle g e . On
25 January 1575 i t  was minuted th a t
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'a t  the request o f the archb'ischopand h a i l l  
u n iv e r s it ie  . . .  John Fou ler is  c re a t be the prouest 
b a i l l ie s  and counsel o f f ic ia r e  to  use a l l  warnyngs 
executiounes and poyndings upon a l l  decreets 
p ro n u n c it o r to  be p ronu nc it be the sa ids prouest 
and b a i l l ie s  aga ins t ony in h a b ita n ts  o f  th is  town 
and to  have the ly k  power to  th a t e f fe c t  as ane o f
the o f f ic e r s  o f the to u n . ' 275
Fou ler was reappoin ted 'o f f ic ia r e  to  the v n iu e r s it ie  in  a l l  e f fa r is  
concernyng tham and th a ir  funda tioun  fo r  ingaddering  o f th a ir  le v y in g ',  
in  October 1575, on th is  occasion a t the request o f  the 'm a is te r is ' o f  
the u n iv e r s i t y . 276
F o u le r 's  re m it then was to  prosecute the u n iv e r s ity 's  in te re s ts  in
the burgh but i t  re la te d  m ainly to  the 'fu n d a t io u n ',  namely those
p ro p e rt ie s  in  the burgh, p re v io u s ly  be long ing to  the church, which
Queen Mary had g if te d  to  the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il in  March 1567 and
277which they in  tu rn  had granted to  the c o lle g e  in  January 1573.
Before tu rn in g  to  the types o f cases d e a lt w ith  by the burgh co u rt
i t  is  a p p ro p ria te  a t th is  p o in t to  consider how the a u th o r it ie s
responded when the burgh c o u r t 's  o f f i c ia l s  were v e rb a lly  or p h y s ic a lly
abused. Most o f  these examples f a l l  w ith in  the c la ss  o f cases minuted
as 'w rangs' which covered common a s s a u lts . U sua lly  the m inute re la te s
th a t X was found ' i n  the wrang' and amerced fo r  an a ssa u lt on Y 'and
doom g iv e n '.  This expression would seem to  im ply th a t no more than an
278unlaw, perhaps o f 8s . ,  was le v ie d  on the o ffe n d e r.
Assuming th a t th is  is  tru e , ve rba l and p h y s ic a l a tta cks  on the 
water b a i l ie  were, desp ite  th e ir  frequency, tre a te d  com para tive ly
779l i g h t l y ,  as has a lready been noted. However o ffences committed 
a ga ins t the o f f ic e r s  were d e a lt w ith  in  a v a r ie ty  o f  ways. In  cases 
o f  deforcement and fence breaking a ro u tin e  f in e  appears to  have been 
employed. Disobediences (u s u a lly  a p a r ty 's  re fu s a l to  be placed in
oon
ward) m erited  s te rn e r measures. I f  the c u lp r i t  was an unfreeman the
7R1p en a lty  was imprisonment : i f  he was a burgess he could lose h is
282burgess freedom and 'be p u tt  in  the h ie t  hous as u n f re '.  However
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the re  were more se riou s  o ffences . On 4 June 1574 John P o llo k  o f th a t i l k  
'be ing  pe rsew it be James Andersoun, o f f ic e r ,  fo r  tru b la n s  done be 
him . . .  in  presentyng and o f fe r in g  to  have schot him w ith  ane p is to la t  
manassyng and doyng th a t in  him laye to  have slane and schot him ' and 
Andrew Stewart who had attempted to  prevent the 'p roue s t b a i l l ie s  and 
com munitie, th a i exerce ing th a ir  o f f ic e ' from apprehending P o llo k , were 
both placed in  the w i l l  o f  the m ag is tra te s . What th e ir  punishment was 
is  unknown, but th re e  o f th e ir  confederates had th e ir  freedoms c r ie d  
down and were im prisoned one week la t e r . 283 The fo llo w in g  August 
James Anderson, m i l le r ,  was found g u i l t y  o f  d isobeying h is  namesake 
James Anderson the o f f ic e r  by not e n te rin g  h im s e lf in  ward and ' f o r  
blasphemyng and in iu r io u s  wordis gevin to  the b a i l l ie s '  : the 
m ag is tra te s  agreed th a t any r e p e t it io n  would in cu r the pen a lty  o f 
banishment.28^  On 10 September Margaret Cochrane was ordered 't o  
a bs ta in  f ra  blasphemyng and in iu r in g  o f the o f f ic ia r e s  and m a g is tra ts ' 
under th re a t o f  banishment. 283 On o the r occasions heavy f in a n c ia l 
p e n a lt ie s  were invoked fo r  the same types o f o ffences : £40 in  
November 1574,286 £20 in  January 1579 (A lexander Young in  K i r k in t i l lo c h  
fo r  c a l l in g  the o f f ic e r s  'lo w s y ' ) 287 and £60 in  December 1581. The 
la s t  example (a lread y  re fe rre d  to  e lsewhere ) 288 is  va luab le  s ince  i t  
e xp la in s  why these cases were tre a te d  s e r io u s ly . John Rid was found 
g u i l t y  fo r  the 'c r u e l l  wunding and s tre k in g  o f Andrew Andersoun 
o f f ic ia r e  in  executioun o f h is  o f f i c e ' ,  on 1 December. Four days la te r  
the p ro vo s t, b a i l ie s  and co u n c il 'c o n v e n it to  pronounce th a ir  w i l l  . . .  
tuech ing  the s a t is fa c t io u n  to  be made to  thame and Andro Andersoun . . .  
o f  the contempte done to  tham e.' Rid was to  pay the tre a s u re r £30 fo r  
p u b lic  works. He was a lso  to  pay Anderson £30 ' i n  name o f amendis 
fo r  wounding o f  h im .' F in a l ly ,  the fo llo w in g  Monday ' i n  mercat tyme 
o f  day', he was to  appear a t the Cross 'b a ir  h e id i t  and b a ir  f u t t i t  and 
th a ir  in  presens o f the p e p i l l  upoun h is  kne is  ask [ th e  m ag is tra tes  
and c o u n c il 's ]  fo rg ifn e s s  fo r  goddis caus and confess h is  o ffence  done 
to  the k in g is  m a ies tie  in  t h a ir  persoun and as h is  Jugeis and 
m a g is t r a t is . ' 289
I f  an a ssa u lt on an o f f ic e r  was seen as an a f f r o n t  to  the 'k in g is  
m a ie s tie ' in  the person o f  the m a g is tra te s , s t i l l  more se rious  were 
a tta c k s  on the b a i l ie s  themselves. Yet as w ith  the preceding examples
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the trea tm en t meted out to  o ffenders  v a r ie d . Indeed the f i r s t  example 
shows the a u th o r it ie s  e x e rc is in g  clemency. On 24 August 1574 Robert 
P ir r y ,  t a i l o r ,  was found g u i l t y  o f the ' d ispersonyng and c r u e ll  
in v a d in g ' o f  George E lph ins tone , b a i l ie .  P ir r y  had s tru c k  him and the 
o f f ic e r s  in  the to lb o o th  'w ith  ane drawin quhynger'. I t  was ordained 
th a t h is  freedom was to  be c r ie d  down and th a t he was to  be banished : 
he was to  'pasawaye b e tu ix  and Sondaye a t ewin n ix t  and incace he 
re p a ir  w ith in  the towne w ith o u t th a ir  lic ie n c e  o b te n it  . . .  to  want h is
990ry c h t hand.' D esp ite  the seriousness o f the a s s a u lt, the p rovos t,
b a i l ie s  and c o u n c il rescinded th is  sentence a t the Michaelmas head
co u rt : 'o f  p ie te  respectand the p o v e rtie  o f Robert P ir r y  h is  w ife  and
b a rn is  d is p e n s it  w ith  him anen tis  h is  banishment . . .  sua th a t he mycht
use h is  l e f u l l  besynes laubour and t ra f iq u e  in  the to u n . ' John C le rk ,
t a i l o r ,  (p robab ly  h is  deacon) became su re ty  fo r  h is  fu tu re  good
291behaviour on pain o f £40.
The next ins tance  o f an a tta ck  on a b a i l ie  occurred in  la te  1579 
and concerned another a ssau lt on George E lph ins tone , th is  tim e by George 
Herbertson (who had served on the c o u n c il con tin uous ly  from 1574 to  
1579). The m inute m e rits  q uo ta tio n  not ju s t  fo r  i t s  language but a lso  
fo r  the l ig h t  i t  throws on the business re la t io n s h ip s  and s o c ia l 
f r ic t io n s  w ith in  the burgh. Both men were e v id e n tly  in vo lve d  in  the 
wine trade  and th e ir  d isp u te , which began in  the High S tre e t and 
continued in  the to lb o o th , seems to  have concerned th e ir  business 
in te re s ts .  Herbertson was not then on the c o u n c il : perhaps he had 
been abroad and was d is g ru n tle d  by some a c tio n  E lph instone had taken in  
h is  absence. W hile E lph instone  had served as a b a i l ie  in  1574-75, 
1576-77 and 1578-80, Herbertson had no t, a lthough he had been le e te d  
fo r  the post in  1578. To judge by the m inute, Herbertson seems to  have
f e l t  keenly th a t he was o f in fe r io r  s ta tu s  to  E lph ins tone , who was a t
292th is  tim e adopting the s ty le  'o f  B ly thsw ood .' The case was t r ie d
before  a s p e c ia l co u rt ' f o r  t ro u b la n s ',  w ith in  the Yule proc lam ation  on 
8 January 1580 and was the on ly  item discussed :
'George Herbertsoun is  fund . . .  in  the wrang fo r  the 
in c u rr in g  and d isperson ing  o f George E lph ins tone , ane 
o f the b a ily ie s  o f Glasgw, in  cuming to  him on the h ie  
gate th a ir o f  and saying how he d u rs t be sa p a rt to
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d e i l l  ony vynes w ith o u t h is  avys and in c o n tin e n t 
t h a i r e f t i r  fo r  drawing o f  ane quhinger and myntene 
to  s tre k  th a ir w i th t  to  the sa id  b a i l l i e  and 
t h a i r e f t i r  m a d ia tlie  fo r  in iu i r in g  o f  the sa id  
George, b a i ly ie ,  w ith in  the to lb u y th t  o f  Glasgw, 
geveand to  him money in iu r iu s  wordis s ic k  as knayf, 
s k a y b e ll,  matteyne and lowne, and th a t he wes 
g e n t i l la r  nor h ie , hawand h is  hand on h is  quhinger 
raggand i t  h a l f l in e s  in  and ou t, and th a t he c a r i t  
him nocht nor the land th a t he hed nowther . . . '
Herbertson had compounded h is  o ffence by subsequently d isobeying  
R ichard Todd, o f f ic e r ,  by breaking ward . 293 Judgment was d e fe rre d , but 
was f in a l l y  g iven by W illia m  Cunninghame, b a i l ie ,  on 9 February. 
H e rbe rtson 's  freedom was c r ie d  down and he was to  be 'w a rd it  as ane 
unfreman the re  to  remaine in  the to lb u y th t  du ring  the b a i l l ie s  and
OQA
counsales w i l l '  fo r  h is  ' contemptioun done to  the h a i l l  to u n s c h ip '.
995However on 8 October H e rbe rtson 's  freedom was res to red  'g r a t i s ' .
What fo llow e d  is  perhaps s ig n if ic a n t .  Herbertson im m ediate ly 
appeared on the new c o u n c il.  Four days p re v io u s ly  E lph instone had been 
reappo in ted  b a i l ie .  However the new p rovos t, Esme e a r l o f  Lennox, d id  
not approve o f the re s u lts  o f  these e le c tio n s . On 19 October the 
b a i l ie s ,  in c lu d in g  E lph ins tone , were ob liged  to  res ign  and on 20 
October a new c o u n c il was chosen : Herbertson was one o f those who 
re ta in e d  h is  p lace and i t  is  poss ib le  th a t h is  h o s t i l i t y  to  
E lph ins tone  may have re s u lte d  in  h is  f in d in g  favour w ith  the Lennox 
regime.
Nonetheless the ir a s c ib le  Herbertson was not long out o f  tro u b le . 
On 11 June 1581 he was found g u i l t y  o f  having spoken i l l  o f  Robert 
S tew art, b a i l ie ,  'say ing  hee g a i f  fa ls  and mischeant sesing besydis 
u the r m inassing and bos tin g  w o rd is '.  The b a i l ie s  w ith  the advice o f 
the c o u n c il ordered th a t he was again to  lose  h is  burgess freedom and 
'n e v ir  to  b rw ik  o f f ic e  in  th is  towne nor to  have woce upoune counsale 
in  ony tyme cuming and th a t a l l  thee pains c o n te n it  in  thee act maid
anent thee wrang and disobedience done to  George E lph instone quhen he
297was b a i l le e  s a i l  in c u r and f a l  vpoune h im .' Presumably he 
im m ediate ly came o f f  the c o u n c il,  ye t he was le e te d  fo r  a
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b a i l ie s h ip  ( a lb e it  unsu ccess fu lly  -  though Stewart was reappo in ted) and 
was re -e le c te d  to  the c o u n c il th a t October. How these events came about
998is  unknown.
There are two fu r th e r  examples in  th is  pe riod  which show th a t the 
b a i l ie s  were not always held in  fe a r and dread. On 6 September 1580 
W illia m  Anderson, cooper, was ordered to  have h is  freedom c r ie d  down 
and to  appear a t the Cross and on h is  knees ask the b a i l ie s  and 
c o u n c il 's  fo rg iveness fo r  h is  'rasche w o rd is ' to  W illia m  Cunninghame, 
b a i l ie ,  ' i n  jugement y is t ir d a y  b e fo ir  none . . .  u tra g in g  o f him 
iu d ic a l ie  beand executand o f h is  o f f i c e . ' 299 Cunninghame was a lso  
invo lved  in  the second in c id e n t.  On 9 October 1585 the p e t i t io n  o f 
John H am ilton, t r a v e l le r ,  to  be ' r e s t o r i t  to  h is  l i b e r t i e  the samyn 
being c ry id  doun fo r  the o ffence  done to  W illia m  Cunningham b a i l l i e '  was 
d iscussed. Cunninghame was present and w ith  the advice o f  the co u n c il 
agreed th a t H a m ilton 's  request be granted. The exact na ture  o f  h is  
o ffence  aga ins t the b a i l ie  is  not recorded . ^ 00
To conclude, the co u rt o f f i c ia l s ,  fo r  a l l  t h e ir  s ta tu s  and power, 
were not always held in  the h ighes t respec t. They could be sub jected  
to  abuse, even v io le n c e , and desp ite  th re a ts  o f banishment and the loss  
o f  burgess freedom, such cases were r e la t iv e ly  fre q u e n t. H e rbe rtson 's  
a tta cks  on two o f  the b a i l ie s  seem to  have done l i t t l e  to  h inder h is  
p o l i t i c a l  career : a f te r  h is  reappointm ent to  the c o u n c il in  October 
1581 he f ig u re d  la rg e ly  in  burgh a f fa i r s  throughout the remainder o f  
th is  p e rio d . Both Robert P ir r y  and John Ham ilton were fo rg iv e n  th e ir  
tra n sg re ss io n s . Yet such o ffences could not go unpunished. The 
b a i l ie s  and th e ir  o f f i c ia l s  were the re p re s e n ta tiv e s  o f  the crown and 
ju s t ic e  had to  be seen to  be done, even i f  the re  was room fo r  clemency 
a fte rw a rds  on c e r ta in  occasions . 301
The accusations o f  'w rangs' committed aga ins t the b a i l ie s  and 
th e ir  o f f ic e r s  form but a sm all p ro p o rtio n  o f  the wide range o f  cases 
heard by the burgh c o u r t.  The types o f  a c tio n s  which f e l l  w ith in  the 
bu rgh 's  c i v i l  and c r im in a l ju r is d ic t io n  and which were heard by the 
m ag is tra te s  remain to  be considered.
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6. The business o f the burgh court
The burgh co u rt possessed both a c i v i l  and a c r im in a l ju r is d ic t io n .
In  i t s  c i v i l  r o le ,  much o f the c o u r t 's  tim e was taken up w ith  the
se ttlem en t o f  d ispu tes  between in d iv id u a ls  and these u s u a lly  concerned 
the recovery o f  debts o f  re n ts , money or goods. Besides shedding l ig h t  
on the business a c t iv i t ie s  o f the burgesses who found themselves in  
c o u r t,  these cases by th e ir  sheer number prov ide  u se fu l in fo rm a tio n  as 
to  how a c tio n s  were processed. The burgh co u rt was e s s e n t ia lly  a ro y a l 
co u rt and the methods employed in  i t  o fte n  re f le c te d  the s im ila r
309procedures used in  the crown's o the r c o u rts .
A f te r  the pursuer brought h is  com pla in t or l i b e l  to  the a t te n t io n
o f the c o u r t,  the judges issued an order in s tru c t in g  the c o u r t 's  
o f f ic e r s  to  summon the defender to  compear be fore  the c o u r t.  The 
defender d id  not need to  appear u n t i l  the fo u r th  summons or 'w a rnyng '. 
However, on the f i r s t  occasion (and success ive ly  th e re a f te r )  both he and 
the pursuer had to  p rov ide  pledges who would vouch fo r  th e ir  
subsequent compearance. In  th is  way the b r in g in g  o f fa ls e  accusations 
was discouraged on the one hand w h ile , on the other, the reasonably 
speedy execu tion o f ju s t ic e  was f a c i l i t a te d .  Only i f  the defender 
fa i le d  to  appear a f te r  the fo u r th  warning would judgment or doom be 
given in  h is  absence.
I t  was open to  both p a r t ie s  in  a case to  appear e ith e r  in  person 
or through a p ro c u ra to r. Thus, in  a c tio n s  when the burgh was i t s e l f  a 
l i t i g a n t ,  i t s  in te re s ts  were represented by the common p ro c u ra to r.
On h is  appearance the defender (o r h is  p ro c u ra to r)  had a number o f 
o p tio ns  open to  him. He m ight admit the charges aga ins t him, in  which 
case judgment appears to  have fo llow ed  im m edia te ly. This exp la ins  the 
appearance in  the m inutes o f a la rg e  number o f judgments which are not 
preceded by any record o f l i t i g a t io n  having taken p lace . Thus on 26 
February 1574 Bartholomew Algeo was found 'o f  h is  own con fess ion ' 
accountable fo r  a debt owed to  John Algeo. Many such examples are to  
be found .303 A lte rn a t iv e ly  the defender could deny the charges. Since 
the re  are a lso  a la rg e  number o f instances o f 'dooms' being issued in  
which a p a rty  was absolved or found g u i l t y  by oath o f  e ith e r  p a r ty ,
198
w ith o u t any prev ious l i t i g a t io n  being recorded, i t  would seem th a t ,  i f  
both p a r t ie s  (o r a t le a s t the defender) were w i l l in g ,  ju s t ic e  cou ld  be 
dispensed im m ed ia te ly .304
However the defendant could con test the case by ch a lle n g in g  the 
summons by way o f  'e x c e p tio n s '.  These could be e ith e r  d e c lin a to ry  
(a g a in s t the competence o f the c o u r t) ,  d i la to r y  (a g a in s t the 
re levancy o f the l i b e l )  or peremptory (a tta c k in g  the evidence 
presented in  the l i b e l  by the p u rsue r). The pursuer could re p ly  to  the 
e xcep tion , the defender duply aga ins t the re p ly ,  the pursuer t r i p l y  
a ga ins t the duply and the defender quadruply aga ins t the t r i p l y .  I f  
the judge allowed the exceptions to  go to  p ro o f, or a lte r n a t iv e ly  
a llow ed the p u rsu e r's  l i b e l  to  proceed, the ' l i t is c o n te s ta t io n ' 
fo llo w e d . A term o f p roba tion  was assigned and both p a r t ie s  were 
pe rm itte d  to  produce evidence in  support o f  th e ir  case. The form o f 
p roba tion  chosen by a p a rty  (adm ission o f w r its ,  d e p o s itio n  o f w itnesses, 
r e fe r r a l  to  h is  own or h is  opponent's oath) once chosen had to  be adhered 
to .  A pe riod  o f up to  a fo r tn ig h t  was allowed to  elapse between each
stage o f  the proceedings, a lthough i f  the pursuer agreed a longer term
could be p e rm itte d . A fte r  the term o f p roba tion  had elapsed sentence 
was pronounced which could be e ith e r  in te r lo c u to ry  (issued a t any 
stage in  the proceedings and o f an in te r im  na tu re ) o r d e f in i t iv e
( f i n a l l y  de term in ing  the case).
Before c i t in g  some examples o f contested cases which show some o f 
these genera l procedures in  a c tio n  in  Glasgow's burgh c o u r t,  the types 
o f p roba tion  re q u ire  some exp la n a tio n . P roba tion  by w r i t  is  s e l f -  
exp la n a to ry , being the p roduction  o f documents re le v a n t to  the case. 
W itnesses are more p ro b le m a tica l s ince these persons were not 
n e c e s s a rily  w itnesses per se but s im ply in d iv id u a ls  who were 
prepared to  support, on oath , the arguments held by the p a rty  
producing them. They were not cross-examined and, as long as they were 
c o n s is te n t in  th e ir  d e p o s itio n s , judgment was reached on the bas is  o f  
which p a rty  had produced the g re a te r number o f  w itnesses. Regarding 
r e fe r r a l  to  oath , du ring  any p a rt o f  the proceedings any p o in t o f  
d e ta i l  o r the whole case m ight be re fe rre d  by one o f the p a r t ie s  to  the 
oath o f  the o th e r. 305 The power o f the oath a t th is  tim e should not be
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underestim ated, and men were not prepared to  p e r ju re  themselves. As a 
c o ro lla r y ,  they were prepared to  r is k  the success o f th e ir  a c tio n  on the 
oath o f  the o the r p a rty  and i t  is  no tab le  th a t the evidence shows th a t 
p roba tion  by oath was more common in  th is  pe riod  than the two o the r 
procedures.
I t  is  u s e fu l a t th is  p o in t to  tra ce  the progress o f some contested 
c i v i l  a c tio n s  through the burgh c o u rt. On 5 February 1574 David Landes 
brought forw ard an a c tio n  aga ins t John Hamilton in  [Turne law ] and Gavin 
Graham, h is  c a u tio n e r, fo r  non-payment o f  two years re n t o f  a house 
occupied by Ham ilton. Throughout the case Hamilton was absent and 
Graham represented him. Graham asserted th a t the m a il l  had been paid 
and the b a i l ie s  assigned th is  fo r  p roo f on 12 February. On 12 February 
Graham appeared and requested an extension to  do fu r th e r  d ilig e n c e .
The day assigned fo r  th is  was 19 February, on which day he produced John 
Cook as a w itness , who was sworn and adm itted . However he fa i le d  to  
produce Cook's w ife  whom he had c ite d  and the m ag is tra tes  ordered 'th e  
sa id  w itnes to  be p ro d u c it under pane o f s ile n c e ' on 26 February. On 
th a t day Graham produced 'na w itnes nor d i l ig e n s ,  th a ir fo re  the provest 
and b a i l l ie s  imput s ile n c e  and assign to  d e c re it  t h e r in t o ',  5 March. 
A cco rd in g ly , on 5 March the b a i l ie s  'herand, seand and understandand 
the r y c h t is  and a lle g a tio n e s  o f p a r t ie s  w ith  depos itiones  o f famous 
w itnes p ro d u c it ' decreed th a t Ham ilton and Graham were to  pay Landes 
the ou ts tand ing  26 merks o f re n t,  'deduceand and defa lkand xxxs. fo r  
s ix  fu r lo t s  oats and xxxs. in  s i lv e r  as g iven to  him in  p a rt payment 
[a lre a d y ] . . .  w ith  v is .  v i i i d .  fo r  expensis o f  p le y . ' 306 From 
evidence elsewhere i t  is  c le a r th a t such expenses were given to  the 
success fu l p a r ty .307
The a c tio n  pursued by Janet M il le r  aga ins t Margaret Towers, Lady 
F u lb a r, fo r  recovery o f an annual re n t began w ith  the defender c i t in g  
Adam H a ll o f  Fu lbar as her 'w arrand ' ( i . e .  w itness) on 27 A p r i l  1574.
On 4 May she fa i le d  to  produce him and the b a i l ie s  imputed s ile n c e . 
However she was given leave to  produce 'pe rem ptors ' by 11 May and on 
th a t day brought the 'defenses in  w r i t ' .  To re p ly  to  these Janet 
M i l le r  was given u n t i l  18 May and a f te r  her re p lie s  had been du ly  
rece ived  the b a ile s  assigned 25 May fo r  pronouncement. In  fa c t no th ing
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regard ing  th is  case was recorded on th a t day. However the decreet was 
issued on 11 June in  favour o f  Janet M i l le r  fo r  fo u r years back re n t 
(amounting to  £32) 'o f  ane towne houss yarde and o rc h a rt in  S to k u e ll '
"3DBbecause Lady Fu lbar had not reappeared.
A lthough a c tio n s  fo r  the recovery o f debts predominated, another 
common type o f case was the process whereby a p ro p r ie to r  sought to  
remove h is  tenan ts . Because o f the se t procedures a ttached to  these 
a c tio n s , the m a jo r ity  tend to  be found recorded in  the months o f May 
and June : n o tic e s  to  q u it  were served fo r ty  days be fore  Whitsun and the 
co u rt executed the removals du ring  the fo r tn ig h t  a f te r  T r in i t y  Sunday.
The la rg e  number o f  these a c tio n s  in d ic a te s  the ex is tence  o f  a l i v e ly  
land m arket, no doubt occasioned by the combined e f fe c ts  o f  p op u la tion  
pressure and a h igh inc idence  o f sh o rt term tacks . However, the very 
ex is tence  o f  these cases a lso  shows th a t i t  was not easy to  remove 
in d iv id u a ls  once they had obta ined possession. Tenants had r ig h ts ,  and 
an ac t o f  1491 had s t ip u la te d  th a t i f  the ownership o f  land had changed 
hands, the tenants were to  be allow ed to  remain in  possession u n t i l  the 
next Whitsun term , an enactment which exp la in s  why many o f  these cases 
reached the co u rt about one year a f te r  n o tic e  to  q u it  had been 
se rved . 309
Nonetheless p ro p r ie to rs  tended to  be success fu l in  these a c tio n s
and most cases were disposed o f by the co u rt a t one s i t t in g .  Thus on
4 June 1374 John W ylie , having been warned the prev ious Whitsun a t the
ins tance  o f David Lyon, was ordered to  ' f l i t  and remove from a high
merchant booth under David Lyones hous and to  leave i t  woid and red to
h im .' In  an e a r l ie r  example, recorded on 26 March 1574, Thomas
Dickson was ordered to  remove a t the ins tance  o f  Janet Brown from her
land in  Rottenrow, 's a lfa n d  h is  le ik s  and h e rb is  now on the ground to
310be d is p o n it  be h im . '
However seve ra l o f  these cases were con tested . In  one such example, 
on 4 June 1574, Mr. A lexander Crawford brought an a c tio n  o f  removal 
aga ins t W illia m  Crawford and Margaret G len, h is  spouse. The defenders 
asked tim e to  g ive  th e ir  reasons fo r  not q u i t t in g  and these were 
subm itted  in  w r it in g  on 8 June. The pursuer was given u n t i l  11 June to  
re p ly  on which day he ins tead  'd e n y it  con ten ts  o f the ressones . . .
201
th e re fo re  the b a i l l ie s  a d m it t i t  the defendares ressones to  the p r e i f '  and 
se t the 15 June fo r  p ro b a tio n . However on th a t day the defenders 
'r e s y l . i t  f r a  p roba tioun  and r e f e r r i t  the con ten ts  th e re o f to  the sa id  
persewars a y th . ' A cco rd in g ly , on 18 June the de fenders ' case ( th a t  
they had brought up the c h ild re n  o f the p u rs u e r's  b ro th e r and th a t the 
pu rsue r, who 's u ld  be th a n k fu l to  tham e', had in  1571 se t the houses in  
que s tion , in  B rig g a te , to  them fo r  nine years) was put to  the 
p u rs u e r's  oa th . A lexander Crawford denied th is  and W illia m  Crawford and 
h is  spouse were ordered to  remove.311
A ctions  fo r  the recovery o f debts or fo r  removals fo llow ed  the se t 
procedures which have been described because such cases were governed 
by the c i v i l  law o f the kingdom. Thus when an a c tio n  fo r  removal was 
con tested , as in  the example ju s t  quoted, cau tio ne rs  were appointed to  
the defenders ' f o r  c o is ts ,  skayth and damage conforme to  the ac t o f
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p a r lia m e n t. ' Other types o f cases seem to  have been s e t t le d  in  a 
more summary fash ion  w ith o u t recourse to  the fo rm al p roba tions  by oath , 
w r i t  or w itnesses employed in  a c tio n s  o f debt recovery o r removal.
This may sim ply appear to  be the case because o f  the m inu ting  p ra c t ic e  
adopted by the c le rk s ; however th a t may be, in  such instances the act 
books tend to  record on ly  the judgment, w ith o u t re fe rence  to  any 
p re lim in a ry  stages o f l i t i g a t io n .  Such was the case w ith  boundary 
d ispu tes  s e t t le d  by the l in e r s ,  but a c tio n s  m inuted in  th is  fash ion  
covered a wide range o f  to p ic s , from m a la d m in is tra tio n  by tu to rs  to  
d ispu tes  between masters and se rvan ts .
As an example o f  the form er, on 10 May 1583 E liza b e th  P i r r ie
(burgess h e ir  to  the la te  Robert P i r r ie )  accused her cu ra to rs  'be
quhome scho pe rsav is  h i r  s e l f  h e ve lie  and in no rm a lie  h u rte  be th a ir
p ro c e id in g s ' .  The b a i l ie s  th e re fo re  dism issed the cu ra to rs  and
revoked ' a l l  th a t thay have done to  h i r  hu rte  sene th a ir  e le c t io u n . '
New c u ra to rs  were appointed fo r  the remainder o f  her m in o r ity  and they
gave t h e ir  oaths fo r  tru e  a d m in is tra tio n . The e n t ir e  m atter appears
313to  have been s e t t le d  a t one co u rt s i t t in g .
D isputes between masters and servants  seem to  have been d e a lt 
w ith  in  an e q u a lly  summary fa sh io n . On 22 January 1577 Thomas Gibson, 
t a i l o r ,  was ordered to  remain w ith  John C le rk  'and serwe him in  h is
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c r a f t  q u h i l l  Witsondaye n ix t  to  cum' and on 25 January Robert W rich t, 
t a i l o r  in  Dumbarton,was found in  the 'w rang' fo r  'th e  resa te  o f 
Thomas Gibson serwand to  John C lerk t a i l o r  he being decernand h is  
serwand.' He was ordered 't o  abstene f ra  h a ld in  o f the sa id  Thomas 
servand . . .  q u h i l l  Witsondaye n ix t  under pain o f  £10 and doom g iv e n ',
(a comment th a t s tro n g ly  suggests th a t c o n tra c ts  regard ing  servants 
were e ffe c te d  a t W h its u n ).3^  S im ila r ly  on 15 Ju ly  1578 John Hannay 
'snapmaker' was ordered o f h is  own confession to  serve John B a rry , 
lo r im e r,  ' i n  making o f snappis f ra  V itsondaye la s t  q u h ilk  Mertymes n ix t  
becaus he c o n fe s s it him f e i t  w ith t  h im .' U su a lly , though not always, 
these cases touched on m atters r e la t in g  to  the c r a f ts .  In  th is  
p a r t ic u la r  a c tio n  the re  was a d ispu te  as to  whom Hannay should serve, 
John Barry or Humphrey G a lb ra ith . On 18 June A rch iba ld  M uir, deacon o f 
the lo r im e rs , appeared in  cou rt and asked the provost and b a i l ie s ' 
a u th o r ity  to  'be in te rp o n it  to  ane d e c re it  gewin be the dekyn b e tw ix t 
John Barry and Umfra G a lb ra ith t . ' 315
The deacons, as leaders o f th e ir  c r a f ts ,  had a c e r ta in
ju r is d ic t io n  over th e ir  members. There is  evidence th a t the c ra f ts  had
o ffic e -rs  who probably ass is ted  the deacons in  th e ir  'c o u r ts ',  and th a t
316the hammermen or sm iths had a c le rk .  The ju r is d ic t io n  o f the
deacons was however l im ite d  to  s e t t l in g  cases o f o ffences aga ins t the
317c r a f t s 'r u le s  and p r iv i le g e s ,  sub jec t to  appeal to  the burgh co u rt 
and, as the la s t  quoted example demonstrates, the deacons themselves 
sometimes c a lle d  on the assistance o f the m ag is tra te s . I t  is  ev iden t 
th a t members o f c ra f ts  could ask th a t th e ir  case be re fe rre d  to  the 
c r a f t s '  c o u r t. One such example is  found on 16 October 1579 when David 
Ramsay ' r e f e r r i t  h im se lf to  the m a is te r is  o f  the c r a f t  o f  hemmyrmen
318tuech ing  the tru b la n s  done be him to  George B u re ll dekyn .'
However re la t io n s  between the burgh co u rt and the c r a f t  cou rts  
were no t always c o rd ia l and on a number o f occasions the m ag is tra tes  
f e l t  compelled to  asse rt th e ir  su p e rio r a u th o r ity .  On 3 August 1574 
George B u r re l l ,  deacon o f the sm iths, was accused o f 'vsurpyng o f  the 
prouest and b a i l l ie s  a u th o r ity  and o f f ic e  in  cognoscyng o f causis 
b e tu ix  p a r te is ,  in h a b ita n t is  o f  th is  toun, geving o f h is  decrete and 
s e t t in g  fu r th  o f  the samyn as ane ro lm ont o f  co u rt as he had bene
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judge o rd in a r . ' The case was continued to  6 August but in  fa c t  no more
319was recorded regard ing  th is  in c id e n t.  A m atte r r e la t in g  to  the
c ra f ts  which fre g u e n tly  exerc ised the burgh co u rt was the c o n tro l o f
unfreemen using freemens' tra d e . In  such instances the o ffe nde r was
p e re m p to rily  ordered to  d e s is t from the p ra c t ic e , o c ca s io n a lly  being
ordered to  en te r h im s e lf 'burges w ith  the toune and the c r o f t  w ith in
f i f te e n  day is  e f t i r  he be pe rsew it fo r  the same.' 320 The suppression o f
th is  type o f  a c t iv i t y  was as much in  the c r a f t s ' in te re s ts  as in  the
m a g is tra te s ',  s ince i t  strengthened the c ra f ts  in  th e ir  m onop o lis tic
c o n tro l o f  tra d e . However, no doubt to  encourage an in f lu x  o f members
and thereby an increase in  th e ir  in flu e n c e , the hammermen appear to  have
a c tu a lly  encouraged unfree tra d e rs . This led  to  another d ispu te  between
the m ag is tra tes  and George B u r re ll th e ir  deacon though, t y p ic a l ly ,  the
on ly  record  is  o f  the f in a l  judgment. On 19 December 1578 the b a i l ie s
'w ith  awyse o f  the counsale fo r  certane cons ide ra tiones  [n o t s p e c if ie d ]
a b s o lv is  George B u re ll dekyn o f the hammirmen o f  the ac tioun  pe rsew it be
the towne c o n tra r him and h is  c r a f t  fo r  resaweing v n fre  men w ith  thame
fre  f i r s t  or th a i be a d m it t i t  burgess . . .  prowyding th a i keep gude rw le
321in  tymes cuming and g i f  up the re s t o f  the un fre  amangis tham e.'
The fo rego ing  examples o f what appear to  be summary judgments,and 
the fo rm al processes by p roba tion  a lready described, could however be 
avoided by the use o f a r b it r a t io n .  A rb ite rs  were e ith e r  appointed by 
the m ag is tra tes  or nominated by the p a r t ie s  themselves and i t  is  
ev iden t th a t these men were chosen as much fo r  t h e ir  fr ie n d s h ip  w ith  
the p a r t ie s  to  the d ispu te  (and th e re fo re  th e ir  a b i l i t y  to  b r in g  the 
d isp u ta n ts  to  some form o f  agreement) as fo r  th e ir  expe rt knowledge.
Thus in  a case fo r  the recovery o f  a debt a r isn g  from fo re ig n  commerce, 
the pursuer and the defender consented to  abide by the dec is io n  o f  fo u r 
a rb ite rs  'a m ica b lie  as f re in d is  commounlie chosin be b a ith  the sa ids 
p a r te is . ,322 However the most im portan t p o in t about a r b it r a t io n  was 
th a t i t  e f fe c t iv e ly  removed the case from the purview o f  the c o u r t.
Thus in  February 1577 John Ham ilton, deacon, and the 'remanent b re th e r 
o f  sm yth is ' accused W illiam  Born is ' f o r  using o f  him w ith  the h e m irc ro ft 
and not cuming f re  w ith t  tham e.' Both p a r t ie s  had agreed th a t the m atter 
be brought be fore  the burgh co u rt but the b a i l ie s ,  presumably w ith  the 
consent o f  the p a r t ie s ,  re fe rre d  se ttle m e n t o f  the d ispu te  'be
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comunyng' to  Mr Adam W allace, Robert M u ir, Peter Lymburner and John
S e lla r  who were in s tru c te d  ' t o  conwene and to  dwme tha irupone w ith in  
323e ig h t d a y is . ' S im ila r ly  in  December 1578 a r b it r a t io n  was used to
s e t t le  a fa m ily  d ispu te  regard ing  a m arriage c o n tra c t.  The fou r
a rb ite rs  were au tho rised  't o  cheis ane ourisman in  ca is  o f  d iscorde
and to  d e c re it  b e tw ix t and the x i i  day o f Januare n i x t ' ,  and i t  was
added th a t 'howewir the sa ids juges or m aist pa rte  o f thame dece rn is ,
the p a r te is  to  f u l f i l l  the samyn.' 324 In  n e ith e r case were the
a rb ite rs  in s tru c te d  to  re p o rt back to  the c o u r t;  ins tead  f u l l  powers
were g iven to  them as 'ju g e s ' to  pronounce 'dwme'. However i t  was open
to  the successfu l l i t i g a n t  to  ask the co u rt to  re g is te r  the re s u lt  o f
an a r b it r a t io n  in  i t s  ac t books. James W ilson, merchant, who had
s u c c e s s fu lly  pursued an a c tio n  aga ins t W illiam  Spang, merchant, fo r  the
recovery o f  a debt asked th a t the decreet o f  the a rb ite rs  who had
s e t t le d  the case be entered in  the ac t books ' t o  have the s tre n g th  and
b a ilie s '
e f fe c t  o f  th a ir  [ th e  b o i l l i c s ' ] d e c r e i t ' ,  and th is  request was du ly
395granted.
A r b it r a t io n  was employed in  a wide range o f cases in c lu d in g  some 
326c r im in a l a c tio n s . More commonly i t  was used in  c i v i l  cases ranging
327from boundary disagreements or a d ispu te  regard ing  the q u a li ty  o f  a
horse which the pursuer claimed had been purchased in  good fa i t h  but
328had proved to  be incapable o f p lough ing , to  a c tio n s  fo r  the
399recovery o f debts. I t  is  no tab le  th a t the use o f a r b it r a t io n  in  
debt cases appears to  have been confined to  d ispu tes  a r is in g  out o f 
fo re ig n  tra d e . The example ju s t  quoted (W ilson v. Spang) was such a 
case w h ile  another in vo lved  a com pla in t brought by two lo c a l merchants 
aga ins t V incent Lebux, v a r io u s ly  described as a 'frenschm an' and 
' b r i t o n e r ' . 330 A rb it r a t io n  was no doubt favoured in  such cases 
because o f  the delays in h e re n t in  the com plicated processes by 
p ro b a tio n . Being more f le x ib le  i t  ensured a speedy conclus ion  to  
what m ight o therw ise be a leng thy l i t i g a t io n ,  an im portan t fa c to r  when 
fo re ig n  commerce was invo lved  and the p a r t ie s  concerned were e ith e r  
fo re ig n e rs  or lo c a l men anxious to  resume th e ir  business abroad.
However the c i v i l  s ide o f the c o u r t 's  a c t iv i t ie s  was not 
con fined  to  s e t t l in g  d ispu tes . Just as the common c le rk s  used th e ir
205
p ro to c o l books to  re g is te r  sasines and o the r tra n s a c tio n s  fo r  g re a te r 
s e c u r ity ,  documents cou ld , on reguest, be engrossed in  the ac t books o f 
the burgh co u rt fo r  the same purpose (as the a r b it r a t io n  case o f
~Z~Z 1
W ilson v. Spang a lready quoted dem onstrates). In  th is  way the co u rt 
func tione d  as a co u rt o f  record and th is  aspect o f  i t s  work had been 
emphasized by an ac t o f  Parliam ent o f  1567 which had ordered the 
p ro to c o l books o f  n o ta r ie s  w ith in  burghs to  be placed in  the custody o f
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the m a g is tra te s . Bonds and o b lig a tio n s  and va rious  types o f 
c o n tra c ts  are found engrossed in  the ac t books : fo r  example, the 
t ra n s fe r  o f  a tack o f  land ; an o b lig a t io n  regard ing  payment o f  a s tip e n d ; 
a c o n tra c t concern ing the d e liv e ry  o f payment fo r  salmon supp lied  to  a 
merchant in  Edinburgh; a marriage c o n tra c t;  and an a lie n a tio n  o f  p a r t o f 
the bu rgh 's  common lands in  September 1585.333 On such occasions the 
m inute u s u a lly  adopted the fo llo w in g  form :
'th e  q u h ilk  day in  the presens o f [X, b a i l ie ]  
com perit the p a r te is  v n d e rw r it t in  . . .  and 
p ro d u c it th is  c o n tra c t v n d e rw r it t in  maid b e tu ix  
thame . . .  and d e s y r it  the samyn to  be in s e r t  in  
the burro  co u rt b u ik is  o f  Glasgw to  h a i f  the 
s t re n th t  o f  ane d e c re it  o f  the p rovest and 
b a i l l ie s  t h a i r o f , t h a ir  a u th o r i t ie  to  be in te rp o n it  
t h a ir in to  w ith t  e x e c u to r ia le s  to  pas tha irupone in  
form as e f fe r is ,  q u h ilk  desyre the b a i l l i e  thoch t 
ressonable and re s a v it  the sa id  c o n tra c t and 
o rd a n it the samyn to  be r e g is t r a t  in  the sa id  
b u ik is  and d e c e rn it the samyn to  have the s t re n th t
o f ane d e c re it  o f  the sa id  c o u r t . '
334The c o n tra c t would then be appended. In  the case o f o b lig a tio n s  to  
repay borrowed money, once the debt had been honoured the o r ig in a l 
m inute would be d e le te d .335 The p ra c t ic e  o f reco rd ing  co n tra c ts  in  the 
act books o f the co u rt re f le c te d  not ju s t  the im portance a ttached to  
w r it te n  agreements but a lso  the re c o g n it io n  o f  the c o u r t 's  power to  
en force  the p ro v is io n s  conta ined in  these documents should one o f the 
p a r t ie s  d e fa u lt .
The burgh co u rt a lso  regu la ted  bu rgess-sh ip . Examination o f  the 
m inutes shows th a t ,  a lthough some burgesses were adm itted a t c o u n c il
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m eetings, the vast m a jo r ity  were entered a t s i t t in g s  o f the c o u r t. As 
the p r iv i le g e s  and d u tie s  o f  burgess-sh ip  derived  from the laws
336adm in is te red by burgh cou rts  th is  arrangement was on ly  lo g ic a l.  
Nonetheless i t  was the c o u n c il,  fre g u e n tly  in  com bination w ith  the 
deacons and the 'h a i l l  com m unitie ', which m od ified  the bye-laws or 
s ta tu te s  regard ing  burgess adm ission. During the 1570s the re  appears 
to  have been growing concern th a t the provost and b a i l ie s  were a d m itt in g  
too many men burgesses g r a t is ,  thereby d im in ish in g  the revenue accru ing  
from e n try  f in e s . In  an attem pt to  counter th is  trend  a s ta tu te  was 
enacted in  October 1582 s t ip u la t in g  th a t burgesses were on ly  to  be 
adm itted by the m ag is tra tes  in  the presence o f the tre a s u re r and 
between fo u r and s ix  c o u n c il lo rs  whose names were to  be entered in  the 
act o f  adm ission. 337 Subsequent m inutes show th a t th is  was on ly  done
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tw ice . Thus the c o u n c il 's  a ttem pt to  in flu e n c e  the type o f
adm issions foundered and the c o u r t 's  ro le  in  th is  sphere remained
in ta c t .  However the m a g is tra te s ' behaviour continued to  g ive  cause fo r
concern and f in a l ly  in  1609 the admission o f burgesses was tra n s fe rre d
339from the burgh co u rt to  the new dean o f g u ild  c o u rt.
Associated w ith  the admission o f burgesses was the re tu rn  o f 
burgess h e irs  which was e ffe c te d  by the c o u r t,  fre q u e n tly  w ith  the help 
o f an in q u e s t. This procedure has a lready been discussed in  d e ta i l ,  
w h ile  re fe rence  has a lso  been made to  a case which i l lu s t r a te s  the 
c o u r t 's  in te re s t  in  the management o f  c u ra to rs  or tu to rs  appointed 
du ring  the m in o r ity  o f  burgess h e irs .340 That example concerned a case 
o f m a la d m in is tra tio n , but m inutes appo in ting  tu to rs  are a lso  to  be 
found. Thus in  February 1575 Adam Snype, aged seventeen, appeared 
before  the b a i l ie s  and asked fo r  a tu to r  to  be appointed on h is  b e h a lf 
' f o r  doyng o f  h is  besynes duryng h is  m in o r i te . ' At h is  request 
John S te in , merchant, was appointed by the b a i l ie s  to  act in  th is  
c a p a c ity .341 The c o u rt 's  acts  a lso  record  the p ro v is io n s  which were made 
fo r  the care o f  younger h e irs .  In  A p r i l  1584 Iso b e l L indsay, widow o f 
the la te  David Lindsay, rece ived the 'b a irn s  p o rtio u n e s ' (amounting to  
one hundred merks) so th a t she m ight 'upho ld  and susten ' her c h ild re n  
in  'm e it beding and c la i t h ' .  She was to  repay th is  sum w ith in  f iv e  
years and the arrangement was consented to  by the c h i ld re n 's  
c u ra to rs .342
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Turning to  the c o u r t 's  c r im in a l ju r is d ic t io n ,  th is  was based on the 
m a g is tra te s ' o b lig a t io n  to  m a in ta in  the k in g 's  peace. I t  w i l l  be 
re c a lle d  however th a t the re  were l im i t s  to  the competency o f the cou rt 
in  c r im in a l a c tio n s . The fo u r p leas o f murder, rape, robbery and 
arson, as w e ll as cases in v o lv in g  treason , fo rg e ry  and c o in in g , were 
reserved to  the crown and the re  are e n tr ie s  in  the burgh c o u r t 's  ac t 
books which re fe r  to  such crimes being heard be fore  the ro y a l ju s t ic e s .  
S im ila r ly  the re  is  evidence th a t some c r im in a l a c tio n s  o f  g ra v ity ,  o ther 
than the crown's p leas, may have been d e a lt w ith  by the co u rt o f  the 
r e g a l i t y .  343
However the burgh c o u r t 's  records show th a t i t  could deal w ith  
se riou s  cases, in c lu d in g  th e f ts  and severe a s s a u lts . Indeed, a lthough 
i t  was not competent to  t r y  murder cases, the co u rt could become 
in vo lve d  in  such a c tio n s  i f  the deceased's fa m ily  was prepared to  accept 
assythement or compensation. The concept o f  murder as a crime aga ins t 
the community, which must be punished by the community a c tin g  through 
a p u b lic  p rosecu tor and which no p r iv a te  agreement can e xp ia te , is  o f  
com para tive ly  recent development. U n t i l  the e igh teen th  century  the 
c u lp r i t  cou ld , through assythement, avoid the f u l l  r ig o u rs  o f  the law 
i f  he was f in a n c ia l ly  in  a p o s it io n  to  do so and i f  the v ic t im 's  k in  
were amenable to  the arrangement.344
Such a case was recorded in  1575. On 30 August David Syare, son 
o f  N in ian  Syare, was fin e d  fo r  an assau lt on A l is te r  M c L its te r, f is h e r .  
The e x ten t o f  the fa m ily  feud invo lved  is  d isc losed  by the lawburrow is 
entered upon on the same day between N in ian Syare and N in ian and 
W illia m  M c L its te r. Lawburrowis or la w s u re tie  was a means o f ga in ing  
the p ro te c tio n  o f the c o u rt. The person ta k in g  out the a c tio n  swore 
th a t he dreaded X 'o f  bodely harm e'. X was then ob lig ed  to  f in d  a 
ca u tio n e r who would ensure h is  good behaviour to  the com pla inant, on 
pain o f  a f in a n c ia l p e n a lty . Syare took out la w s u re tie  aga ins t the two
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M c L its te rs  on pain o f  £100 each. The M c L its te rs  should have taken 
out a la w s u re tie  aga ins t N in ian Syare because, a t some p o in t between 
30 August and 29 November, he murdered N in ian  M c L its te r. Nonetheless 
the two fa m ilie s  reached an agreement which, in  the form o f  a c o n tra c t,  
was re g is te re d  in  the ac t book on 29 November 1575 so th a t i t  m ight
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have 'th e  s t re n th t  o f  ane d e c re it  o f  the prouest and b a i l l i e s . ' Having 
na rra te d  th a t the deceased's k in  ' fo rg e v is  the sa id  N in ian Syare the 
m alice and h a tre n t o f  th a ir  h a r t is  fo r  the s la u c h te r o f  the sa id  
vmquhile N in iane M c L its te r . . .  w ith  quhatsumevir ac tioun  c r im in a l or 
wtherwys th a t th a i had, hes or maye have th a ir f o r  aganis the sa id  
N in ian  Syare, or ony wther h is  k y n ',  (an im portan t p o in t as assythement 
was designed to  m inim ise the lik e l ih o o d  o f blood feuds), the c o n tra c t 
continued by a f f irm in g  th a t the two fa m ilie s  would ins tead  hold each 
o the r 'as fre y n d is  but rancour o f  m ynd is '. As an assurance o f th is  
g o o d w ill,  the deceased's k in  would d e liv e r  a 'L e t t i r  o f  S layanes' by 1 
February to  David Syare, N in ia n 's  son. David Syare fo r  h is  p a rt 
promised to  present h is  fa th e r to  the high k ir k  on 11 December 'and 
th a ir  mak the homage and repentance fo r  the sa id  s la u c h te r w ith t  s ic k  
circum stances and cerymonies as salbe o rd a n it and d e v y s it be Colene 
Campbell and Robert Steward . . .  chosin and a d m it t i t  be b ay th t the 
p a r te is  to  th a t e f f e c t . '  David a lso promised to  pay the M c L its te rs  300
"346merks ' i n  name o f kynbute fo r  the sa id  s la u c h te r . '
Thus, by the a c tio n  o f assythement and the payment o f  'kynb u te ' or 
k in b lo o d , N in ian Syare escaped w ith  h is  l i f e  and the case d id  not 
proceed to  the ro y a l ju s t ic e s .
A s im ila r  case was recorded in  November 1383, a lb e i t  the 
circum stances were somewhat d i f fe r e n t .  Lady Agnes O 'N e ill and o the rs  in  
Strabane became cau tio ne rs  to  pay to  Enochean O'Donald and o the rs  the 
sum o f £40 s te r l in g  fo r  'th e  ransom and r e le is  o f  Mathew Trummebill 
merchant burgess o f Glasgw . . .  fu r th  o f  thee handis o f  Enochean 
O'Donald be quhom the sa id  Matthew was tane fo r  thee a l le g i t  a i r t  and 
p a rte  o f  the s la u ch te r o f  umquhil Donachie O'Donald b ro th e r o f  Enochean 
O'Donald in  I r e la n d ',  and the m inute records th a t Trum ble's mother and 
o the rs  agreed to  re lie v e  Lady O 'N e ill o f  the p r in c ip a l sum. E v id e n tly  
the commercial l in k s  between Glasgow and Ire la n d  were re in fo rc e d  by 
s trong  k in  t ie s  which could come in to  p lay  on such occasions.347
Assythement and payment o f  k inb lood  were a lso  employed in  cases o f 
a ssa u lt and severa l examples are found in  the 1580s.348 In e v ita b ly  
th is  cu riou s  system could breed a c e r ta in  cyn ic ism . In  March 1582 John 
Maxwell in  Bogtoun was found g u i l t y  o f  a s s a u ltin g  W illiam  Smith in  the
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to lb o o th . During the a tta c k , fo r  which he was fin e d  £20, Maxwell was 
a lleg ed  to  have sa id  ' th a t  g i f  hee had s t ik . i t  him, £20 had been aneuche 
fo r  h is  k y n b u it . ' 349
With the excep tion  o f instances when the v ic t im 's  k in  accepted
assythement, murder cases were t r ie d  before  the ro y a l ju s t ic e s  in  ayre .
S im ila r ly  the crown reserved to  i t s e l f  judgment on those g u i l t y  o f
robbery ( th a t  is ,  th e f t  by using or th re a te n in g  to  use fo rc e ) .  Simple
th e f t ,  as opposed to  robbery, was not however a p lea o f the crown.
A lthough the re  is  an example o f a t h ie f  being banished in  1578 by one o f
the bu rgh 's  b a i l ie s  a c tin g  in  h is  capa c ity  as a depute b a i l ie  o f  the
barony, i t  has a lready been argued th a t th is  case was d e a lt w ith  in  th is
manner perhaps because i t  was p a r t ic u la r ly  se rious  and almost c e r ta in ly
because i t  in vo lve d  a barony man, e ith e r  as the c u lp r i t  or the
v ic t im .350 Otherwise i t  is  c le a r from the records o f the burgh co u rt th a t
the p rosecu tion  o f  th ieve s  f e l l  w ith in  i t s  re m it. In  September 1580
Margaret Nasmyth, accused o f s te a lin g  corn , was banished from the
burgh and barony o f Glasgow on pain o f drowning 'b u t a s s ise ' ( i . e .
w ith o u t fu r th e r  t r i a l )  i f  she re tu rne d , w h ile  in  March 1582 John B e ll was
o rd e re d -to  be 's c u rg it  throw the toun and b a n is t b a ith  burgh t and
351b a ro n ie ' fo r  s te a lin g  from a Rutherglen burgess. In  both cases 
judgment was pronounced by the burgh 's  m ag is tra tes  w ith o u t any 
re fe rence  to  e ith e r  the ro y a l ju s t ic e s  or the barony c o u rt.
Examination o f the burgh 's  accounts d isc lo se s  fu r th e r  in fo rm a tio n  
rega rd ing  the trea tm ent o f  th ie v e s . References to  whippings are found
15?in  the accounts o f 1573-74, 1574-75, 1575-76 and 1578-79. In  e a r ly
1576 a payment was au tho rised  fo r  the re p a ir  o f  a lo ck  in  the
'heychthous' (the  upper chamber o f the to lb o o th  used as the gao l) which
353had been broken by a t h ie f ,  w h ile  the 1581-82 accounts in c lu d e
disbursem ents fo r  the sustenance o f two th ieve s  in  the to lb o o th , and
354fo r  fe t te r s  which were requ ire d  to  re s tra in  another t h ie f .  I t  is  
no tab le  th a t the cases found in  the accounts were not recorded in  the 
c o u r t 's  a c ts , a fa c t  which is  probably exp la ined by the p ra c tic e  common 
to  a l l  co u rts  o f  the pe riod  whereby m a le fac to rs  could be punished
w ith o u t the fo rm a lity  o f  a t r i a l  i f  caught red-handed or w ith  s to le n
. L1 . . 355goodsin th e ir  possession.
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Yet the punishments meted out to  th ieve s  t r ie d  by the co u rt could 
vary cons id e ra b ly . I t  would seem th a t scourg ing and banishment were 
u s u a lly  reserved fo r  unfree men and women, fo r  the re  are examples in  the 
m inutes which s tro n g ly  suggest th a t o the r in d iv id u a ls  who were g u i l t y  o f 
th e f t  were tre a te d  much less seve re ly . In  such instances the word th e f t  
is  rep laced by a phrase such as 'w rangus lie  tane f u r t h t '  or 
’ in te rn e t t in g  w ith  a t h is  awin hand, but o rd o u r '.356 The d is t in c t io n  in  
mode o f trea tm ent may have a rise n  out o f  the wording o f the com pla in t 
brought by the pursuer but i t  is  ju s t  as l i k e ly  th a t these were cases in  
which burgesses were invo lved . One o f the most s t r ik in g  examples 
occurred in  February 1577 in  an a c tio n  brought by Margaret Sm ith, widow 
o f M ichael B a ird  (the  former common p ro cu ra to r), aga ins t Janet B a ird , 
c la im in g  th a t her la te  husband 'c o n fe s s it  a l i t i l  b e fo ir  h is  deceis he 
haid Hand in  ane h ie c h t chalmer occupe it be him th re te in e  pund is ' but
t
th a t Janet B a ird  had ' i n t r o m i t t i t ' w ith  the money and would not re tu rn  
i t  to  the com pla inant. Janet was sim ply ordered to  repay her, because 
'na persoun past in  the chalmer bot s c h o .' 357 In  fa c t ,  one month 
la te r  the dec is io n  was suspended. Janet had sworne th a t she could not 
repay the sum and the b a i l ie s ,  in  the presence o f  Margaret Smith,
'supe fsed .it the executioun o f  the sa id  d e c re it  vsque ad meliorem 
fortunam , th a t is  q u h i l l  the sa id  Jonet h a i f  sum guddis th a t payment 
maye be g o t t i n . '358
A ssau lts  comprised the s in g le  la rg e s t group o f c r im in a l o r qua s i- 
c r im in a l cases d e a lt w ith  by the burgh c o u r t. Examples in  which the 
c o u rt o f f i c ia l s  were themselves the v ic t im s  have a lready been 
discussed in  some d e ta i l . 359 A l l  assau lts  were s ty le d  in  the margins to  
the m inutes as e ith e r  'w rangs' o r, fo r  more se rious  breaches o f the 
peace, ' t r u b la n s '.  No doubt the m ag is tra tes  took the oaths o f the 
p a r t ie s  in vo lved  in  these a c tio n s  or heard the evidence o f w itnesses, 
but almost in v a r ia b ly  the m inutes merely record the judgments (u s u a lly  
in  the sim ple form th a t X was found in  the wrong and amerced by the 
c o u rt fo r  s t r ik in g  Y). O ccasiona lly  more se riou s  assau lts  can be 
traced  through severa l m inutes 360 but in  genera l i t  would appear th a t 
the b a i l ie s  tended to  deal summarily w ith  a c tio n s  o f  th is  s o r t a t one 
s i t t in g .  Twice in  th is  pe riod  inquests were im pane lled  to  examine 
outbreaks o f v io le n ce . As a lready noted these p a r t ic u la r  inquests 
in c luded  a la rg e  number o f burgh o f f i c ia l s  and c o u n c il lo rs  in  th e ir  
membership and were in
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e f fe c t  working p a r t ie s  o f  the c o u rt. 361 Why th is  device was used on 
these occasions is  unc lear but q u ite  p o ss ib ly  the in c id e n ts  which these 
groups were asked to  in v e s tig a te  were p a r t ic u la r ly  se rio u s .
The p ic tu re  o f Glasgow which emerges from the c o u rt records o f th is  
pe riod  is  not f la t t e r in g ,  though the community was probably no more 
v io le n t  than those o f o the r burghs; in  any case co u rt evidence alone is  
an in s u f f ic ie n t  guide to  the law lessness or o therw ise o f  a s o c ie ty . 
Nonetheless i t  must be conceded th a t the acts o f  the burgh co u rt 
abound w ith  a ssa u lt cases ranging from minor breaches o f the peace to  
se rious  d is tu rbances . The c le rk s  were g raph ic  in  th e ir  d e s c r ip tio n s  : 
ty p ic a l are the e n tr ie s  which re fe r  to  'ru g g in g  fu r th  o f  . . .  h a i r ' ,  
'p u l l in g  h is  b e rd ',  'p u l l in g  a t h i r  lu g g is ',  'b y t in g  . . .  o f  h i r  ear 
c r u e l l ie  to  the e ffu s io u n  o f h i r  b lude ' .36^  A more unusual example which 
was "probably le ss  than amusing fo r  the v ic t im  was the p rosecu tion  in  May 
1576 o f  John Kar ' f o r  tu rb e la ns  done be him to  Katerane Hart in  
s tre k in g  o f h i r  upone the mouthe w ith  ane salmont f is c h e . '363 Several 
m inutes record in  g rea t d e ta i l  each stage in what can on ly  be described 
as minor r io t s  : fo r  example, on 26 March 1574 W illiam  Glen was found 
g u i l t y o f  having thrown a stone a t Robert Rank which h i t  him above the 
eye; h is  re la t io n s  fo r  having s tru c k  Robert and thrown him to  the 
ground; Lawrence Hodge fo r  having then pushed John Glen over before 
'h i t t in g  him on h is  held w ith  ane i r n e f y le ' ;  John Glen fo r  having 
re ta l ia te d  by a tta c k in g  Lawrence w ith  'ane drawin quhinger e f t i r  the 
f i r s t  tum u lt cesyng '; and f in a l ly  George Lang fo r  having a ttacked John 
Glen w ith  h is  sword. No one appears to  have been s e r io u s ly  h u rt and i t  
would seem th a t these men were merely f in e d . 364
Other e n tr ie s  are more s in is te r ,  w ith  re fe rences to  sh o o tin g s ,365 
c h i ld  m o le s tin g 366 and, in  Ju ly  1584, an a tta c k  on a b lin d  man.367 
The most no tab le  example o f a prem edita ted and apparen tly  unprovoked 
a tta c k  was recorded on 11 A p r i l  1581, the margin note d e sc rib in g  i t  as 
an 'a c t io n  o f tru b la n s ' brought by John Lockhart aga ins t John 
Herbertson and John P o llo k . The m inute s ta te s  th a t on 5 A p r i l  Lockhart 
'wes doand h is  l e f u l l  besynes vpoun h is  r e n t a l i t  
lands and stedd ing  o f  b u r ro f ie ld  haveand na e v i l l  
in  mynd nor doand na e v ia l l  to  na manner o f  
persones; not the le ss  [H erbertson and P o llo k ] m ovit
212
be sum w ic k it  s p r ite  as a p p e r it . . .  c r u e l l ie  s e t t  
on him w ith  rung is  & ba tton  is  s t a i f f s  and dang him 
th a ir w ith t  in  h is  arme and face and hands to  the 
e ffu s io n  o f  h is  blude . . .  & wold slane him were not 
[o b te n it  th e ] help o f n y c h tb o u ris . ' 368 
This case re s u lte d  in  two ty p ic a l a c tio n s . F i r s t ly ,  Lockart took out 
a la w s u re tie  aga ins t h is  a tta c k e rs , on pain o f  300 merks. Law sureties 
have a lready been touched upon, as a means o f o b ta in in g  co u rt 
p ro te c t io n , and fre q u e n tly  fo llow ed a f te r  c o n v ic tio n s  fo r  a s s a u lts .369 
Secondly, fo llo w in g  th e ir  c o n v ic tio n , Herbertson and P o llo k  asked
Lockhart to  choose any fou r fr ie n d s  to  'choose amends'. This device was
used q u ite  o fte n  as a means o f s e t t in g  compensation by a r b it r a t io n  : in  
an e a r l ie r  example Margaret Andrew, who had been f in e d  fo r  a ss a u ltin g  
Janet T a y lo r, was 'd e c e rn it  to  mak the sa id  Jonet ane amendis be the 
s ic h t  o f  tua n y c h tb o u r is . ' 370
However the b a i l ie s  sometimes s e t t le d  the le v e l o f  compensation, 
in c lu d in g  i t  as p a rt o f  the punishment. In  October 1378 John 
Ham ilton, conv ic ted  o f a ss a u ltin g  Janet B a ird , was ordered to  pay her 
8s. 'by [ i . e .  over and above] the b a i l l ie s  u n la w . '371 Unlaws or 
f in e s  were fre q u e n tly  exacted as punishment on those g u i l t y  o f  a ssa u lts . 
As th is  m inute suggests f in e s  were not c re d ite d  to  the burgh 's  common 
good but instead were enjoyed by the m ag is tra tes  as an emolument o f  
th e ir  o f f ic e .  This p ra c tic e  p e rs is te d  u n t i l  October 1603 when i t  was 
decreed th a t in  fu tu re  ' a l l  manir o f  vn law is th a t may be p ro p ir  or 
competent to  thame be wertew o f th a ir  o f f i c i s ,  to  w it  a l l  b lu id is ,  
w rang is, t r ib u la n c ie s ' were to  be c o lle c te d  by the tre a s u re r and inc luded  
in  the common good accoun ts .372
The le v e l o f  f  ine exacted was seldom minuted unless a heavy 
pen a lty  earmarked fo r  the common good was meted ou t. Thus when in  
December 1581 John Rid was found g u i l t y  o f  a s s a u ltin g  one o f the 
o f f ic e r s ,  he was ordered to  pay £30 to  the tre a s u re r fo r  p u b lic  works 
and the o f f ic e r  concerned a fu r th e r  £30 fo r  compensation. This case has 
a lready been re fe rre d  to ,  and i t  w i l l  be re c a lle d  th a t Rid was a lso  
ordered to  appear a t the market cross bare-headed and ba re -foo ted  and 
on h is  knees ask the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il 's  fo rg iv e n e s s .373
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C u lp r its  were o fte n  ordered to  kneel in  c o u rt or in  p u b lic  and ask the 
fo rg iveness  o f th e ir  v ic t im s : on 7 October 1578 Henry Ross, g lass
sm ith , was ordered ' f o r  amendis and s a t is fa c t io u n  o f p a rty  . . .  to  
in s ta n t l ie  s i t  doun on h is  kne is and ask fo rgew ines ' o f  A lison  
Henderson whom he had a tta c k e d ;374 in  Ju ly  1580 W illiam  W ilson, found 
g u i l t y  o f  an a ssa u lt on Robert Temple, was 'd e c e rn it  to  s i t t  doun on h is  
kne is a t the croce to  ask god and him fo rg ifn e s ' ;375 and there  are 
seve ra l o the r exam ples.376 The most no tab le  concerned the c o n v ic tio n  
o f W illia m  N esbit in  October 1583 fo r  having a ttacked John F in layson , 
'under cloude o f n y c h te '. A past o ffe n d e r, N esbit was ordered to  
kneel in  p u b lic  a t the Cross in  the presence o f the p rovos t, b a i l ie s  and 
c o u n c il 'and to  d e ly v ir  to  the sa id  John fyn layson  thee battoun be the 
end to g id d e r w ith  h is  quhinger b a ir  h e id d i t ' ;  he was to  pay £2 to  the 
master o f  work fo r  the ca lsay ; and i f  he committed the l ik e  again he was 
to  be banished. However, the remarkable fe a tu re  o f th is  minute is  th a t 
the c le rk  wrote in  the margin 's t a tu te ',  no doubt w ith  re fe rence to  
the c lo s in g  sentence : 'and th is  pane and pwnischement to  s tra ke  upoun 
a l l  v th e r is  th a t abusses th a ir  nych tbou ris  in  the l ik e  s o r t e . '377 
E v id e n tly  the a u th o r it ie s  were concerned a t the le v e l o f  v io len ce  in  the 
burgh 'though i t  is  d o u b tfu l whether th is  s ta tu te  had any e f fe c t .  One 
fe a tu re  is  worth m entioning regard ing  a l l  these cases : whatever the 
causes o f  these a ssa u lts , drunkeness was never c ite d  in  the m inutes as a 
c o n tr ib u to ry  fa c to r  during  th is  p e rio d , desp ite  the obv ious ly  h igh le v e l 
o f  a lco h o l consumption as re f le c te d  in the common good accoun ts .378
Akin to  p h ys ica l assau lts  were cases o f defamation and these
offences were a lso s ty le d  as 'w rangs1 in  the c o u r t 's  m inutes.
I r o n ic a l ly ,  a lthough the c o u r t 's  aim was obv ious ly  to  suppress fa ls e
rumours, the c le rk s  were in  the h a b it o f  reco rd ing  in  g rea t d e ta i l  the
calumnies pe rpe tra ted  by the o ffe n d e rs . Thus on 9 October 1582 Janet
M orrison was found g u i l t y  o f  the 't r o w e l l ,  in iu re in g ,  blaspheme.ing and
u n n a tu ra ll sc landering  o f  Agnes [C o ln e rb ie ] . . .  in  c a l l in g  her hure,
eandie h u ire , s c u r g it t  hure and t h e i f  h u re . ' Three days la te r
Agnes S tark and her daughters were found g u i l t y  o f  s lande ring  Ka therine
S c o tt, spouse o f John Temple (a c o u n c il lo r ) ,  by having sa id  th a t she had
'h a d th rie m e n  sen h i r  gud man p a s s it to  fraunce and the same mane th a t
379le y  w ith  c le rk is  wyfe le y  w ith  s h e . '
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Those g u i l t y  o f  s lander were prosecuted before: the k ir k  session as 
w e ll as the burgh co u rt so th a t the o ffe nde r m ight make amends to  God as 
w e ll as to  the community. A tte n t io n  has a lready been drawn to  the case 
o f Janet Fawside, found g u i l t y  o f  defaming Margaret Fleming in  1584, an 
example which shows not ju s t  the coopera tion  which e x is te d  between the 
burgh co u rt and the k ir k  regard ing  these cases 'bu t a lso  the b a i l ie s ' 
readiness to  invoke the punishment o f  banishment i f  necessary.380 
S landerers were r ig o ro u s ly  prosecuted as b e f it te d  in d iv id u a ls  whose 
accusa tions could prove d iv is iv e  in  a sm all community and a cu te ly  
embarrassing, i f  not a c tu a lly  dangerous, to  those who were maligned by 
them. In  the cases c ite d  above Katherine S co tt and the o the r women 
whose morals were c a lle d  in to  question almost c e r ta in ly  had to  prove 
th e ir  innocence before  the k ir k  session. S im ila r ly  when David Scherar 
c a lle d  James F iln a lto n  a 'manswrne t h e i f '  and John Pertes accused Mr 
A rch iba ld  Crawford o f being 'ane mensuerne p r e is t '  they were in  e f fe c t  
endangering the l iv e s  o f th e ir  v ic t im s , fo r ,  a lthough Scherar and 
Pertes were found g u i l t y  o f  s lande r, F i ln a lto n  and Crawford would have 
come under the c lose  s c ru tin y  o f the c i v i l  a u th o r i t ie s .381
L a s t ly ,  con traven tions  o f the burgh 's  s ta tu te s  were, l ik e  cases o f 
assa u lt and s la nde r, tre a te d  as 'w ran gs '. The m a le fac to rs , whether 
g u i l t y  o f  fo re s ta l l in g  the m arket, damaging the commons, or ig n o r in g  
the sp e c ia l enactments in  time o f plague, were punished in  the same way 
as those g u i l t y  o f  p h y s ic a lly  or v e rb a lly  a tta c k in g  th e ir  neighbours. 
Indeed they could be punished more se ve re ly . Those who chose to  break the 
s ta tu te s  issued du ring  the plague emergency o f  1574 ris k e d  being 
scourged, bu rn t on the cheeks or e xe cu te d .382
In fringem ents  o f  the s ta tu te s , p a r t ic u la r ly  those re la t in g  to  
m arke ting , were very common. In  pun ish ing those g u i l t y  o f  fo re s ta l l in g ,  
engrossing and re g ra tin g  as c r im in a ls , the burgh co u rt was merely 
r e f le c t in g  the view then held th a t such p ra c tic e s  were ju s t  as a n t i ­
s o c ia l as a tta cks  on in d iv id u a ls  : indeed they represented an a tta c k  on 
the community as a whole and the economic framework o f  r ig id  p r ic e  
c o n tro ls  and monopolies on which i t  was seen to  depend. Disobedience 
o f the s ta tu te s  r e la t in g  to  the p re se rva tio n  o f  the common lands was 
e q u a lly  an a f f r o n t  to  the community and a p o te n t ia l d im in u tio n  o f  i t s
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economic resources. Those g u i l t y  o f  breaking the plague s ta tu te s  were, 
more o b v io u s ly , p la c in g  the whole community a t r is k . 383
7o Conclusion
To summarise, the records o f the burgh co u rt p rov ide  an in s ig h t  to  
the day-to -day tens ions and f ru s t ra t io n s  o f  l i f e  in  an urban community 
in  the la te  s ix te e n th  ce n tu ry . Debts were not honoured and tenants  
were d i f f i c u l t  to  remove. I t  was not unknown fo r  c u ra to rs  o f a minor to  
abuse th e ir  p o s it io n  and a ttem pt to  p r o f i t  from the es ta te  o f th e ir  
ward. There was d i f f i c u l t y  in  m a in ta in ing  the p r iv i le g e d  p o s it io n  o f 
the burgesses aga ins t the endeavours o f unfreemen to  trade  in  goods 
preserved to  the freemen. Neighbours d isputed over the boundaries o f 
th e ir  p ro p e rt ie s . Any one o f  these disagreements m ight esca la te  in to  
slanderous accusations or v io le n t  arguments and, as the m inutes show, 
people were not slow to  s e t t le  th e ir  d iffe re n c e s  by fo rc e .
The duty incumbent on the c o u rt and i t s  o f f ic e r s  was to  ensure th a t 
in  c i v i l  m atters ju s t ic e  was done (and seen to  be done) and th a t in  
c r im in a l cases wrongdoers were punished and the k in g 's  peace m ain ta ined. 
In  a community g iven over to  trade  and commerce the ju s t  se ttlem en t o f 
debts was e s s e n tia l.  Thus the c re d ito r ,  i f  ju s t i f i e d  in  h is  a s s e rtio n s , 
was recompensed fo r  h is  tro u b le  by being paid not ju s t  the ou ts tand ing  
debt but a lso  expenses. I f  on the o the r hand h is  accusation was 
judged to  be unfounded then he m ight be found in  the 'w rang' fo r  
b r in g in g  'ane wrangous com playnte ', and the same held tru e  in  a l l  types 
o f cases.384 In  a burgh in  which land was a t a premium i t  was e q u a lly  
im portan t to  reso lve  d ispu tes between la n d lo rd s  and th e ir  tenants  and 
between neighbours over boundaries. A ctions o f removal were fre q u e n tly  
found in  favour o f  the p ro p r ie to rs ,  but the te n a n t 's  r ig h ts  were 
recognised and in  seve ra l cases the co u rt upheld the te n a n t 's  case or 
postponed the date o f f l i t t i n g . 385 Boundary d ispu tes were s u f f ic ie n t ly  
im po rtan t to  m e rit in s p e c tio n  in  s i tu  by the l in e r s  and the issue o f a 
form al decreet engrossed in  the ac t books ' t o  be o b s e rv it  in  a l l  tyme 
cum yng.'386 Despite the not in fre q u e n t a tta cks  on the c o u r t 's  
o f f ic e r s  the re  is  ample evidence to  show th a t the co u rt was held in  
respec t. Thus the inco rp o ra te d  c r a f ts ,  which had th e ir  own lim ite d
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ju r is d ic t io n ,  sometimes sought the ass is tance o f the m ag is tra tes  to  
s e t t le  th e ir  d isp u te s . More g e n e ra lly , the m a g is tra te s ' a b i l i t y  to  
enforce the terms o f  co n tra c ts  in  the event o f  d e fa u lt  by one or o the r 
o f the p a r t ie s  or th e ir  h e irs  and assignees encouraged in d iv id u a ls  to  ask 
the b a i l ie s  to  in s e r t  such co n tra c ts  in  the c o u r t 's  ac t books fo r  g rea te r 
s e c u r ity .
J u s tic e  a lso  had to  be seen to  be done in  the realm o f c r im in a l 
a c tio n s . Those found g u i l t y  o f  a ssa u lts , s landerous accusations or 
in fr ing em en ts  o f the burgh 's  s ta tu te s  were f irm ly  d e a lt w ith . C u lp r its  
m ight be f in e d , warded or im prisoned, or p u b lic ly  h u m ilia te d  e ith e r  by 
being placed in  the stocks or being ordered to  kneel and ask the 
fo rg iveness  o f the co u rt and th e ir  v ic t im s . Those g u i l t y  o f  more 
se riou s  crim es m ight be scourged or m u tila te d . A lthough no re fe rences 
are to  be found du ring  th is  pe rio d  to  executions i t  is  c le a r from the 
terms o f  the plague s ta tues o f 1574 and the la te r  appointment o f  a 
hangman th a t the burgh co u rt could i n f l i c t  the death p e n a lty . 387 
However recourse was o fte n  had to  two o the r punishments which, fo r  a l l  
t h e ir  appearance o f humanity, m ight in d ir e c t ly  have had much the same 
e f fe c t  ..as a c a p ita l sentence.
One o f the s t r ic te s t  p e n a ltie s  which could be in cu rred  by a burgess 
was to  have h is  freedom 'c r ie d  down'.-588 This punishment had the e f fe c t  
o f  d e p riv in g  the o ffende r o f  h is  l iv e l ih o o d  s ince commerce and 
manufacture were the preserve o f those who were deemed freemen. Many 
men and th e ir  dependants must have been reduced to  extreme poverty  and, 
in  tim es o f s c a rc ity ,  s ta rv a tio n  by th is  punishment s ince  they were 
u n lik e ly  to  rece ive  alms, being known with«\the burgh as past o ffenders  
aga ins t the community.
Both burgesses and unfreemen m ight be banished from the burgh and 
the barony and, so fa r  as can be judged from the s u rv iv in g  records, th is  
was the severest punishment used by the m ag is tra tes  du ring  th is  p e rio d .
In  each ins tance  the c u lp r i t  was warned th a t i f  he re tu rned  to  the area
w ith o u t perm ission he would 'want h is  hand ', be drowned or hanged
w ith o u t recourse to  a fu r th e r  t r i a l .  In  a s o c ie ty  which d id  not
encourage m o b il ity  and in  which everyone had th e ir  a l lo t te d  source o f
217
l i v e l ih o o d ,  (whether i t  was a p lo t  o f  land or a t ra d e ) ,  banishment 
e f f e c t i v e ly  condemned the v ic t im  to  l i f e  as a vagabond, w ith  a l l  the 
p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o f  m u t i la t io n  and execution a t  the hands o f  the law which 
th a t  s ta te  e n ta i le d .  These punishments or s ta rv a t io n  must have awaited 
many who were expe lled  from the burgh by the m ag is tra tes .
So great was the fear o f  banishment th a t  i t  was o ften  used as a 
th re a t  in  an endeavour to  b r ing  r e c a lc i t r a n t  o ffenders  to  hee l.  Thus 
on 22 Ju ly  1578 Margaret Boswell and Margaret Mathie were warned th a t  
' g i f  t h a i ,  t h a i r  servvandes or barnes . . .  be fund am ang isu th ir  mennis 
s t u f f  [ i . e .  crops] pu l land , s te i l la n d  . . .  th a i  salbe bane is t burght and 
baron ie and g i f  ewir th a i  be fund t h a i r in t o  agane to  be re p u t t  as 
wordy o f  d e id . ' 389 In fa c t  banishment was threatened on a t le a s t  twelve 
occasions dur ing these years, fo r  assau lts  or p e rs is te n t  s la n d e r in g .39^
I t  was a c tu a l ly  used e ig h t  times : fo r  an a t ta ck  on a b a i l i e  (August 
1574); fo r  'crymes' (January 1576); fo r  t h e f ts  (June 1578, September 
1580, March 1582); fo r  contravening the plague s ta tu te s  and t ra d in g  in  
F i fe ,  an in fe c te d  and p ro h ib i te d  area (January 1585); and fo r  reasons 
not s p e c i f ie d  (Ju ly  1575 and November 1579).391
Yet the burgh cou r t  could show clemency. Robert P i r r y ,  ordered to  
be banished fo r  h is  a t ta ck  on George E lph ins tone, b a i l i e ,  was repr ieved 
because o f  the poverty o f  the accused and h is  fa m i ly ,  in  October 1574.392 
Mercy was a lso in  evidence in  November 1584 when W il l iam  Craig and 
James Kirkwood, t a i l o r s ,  presented a s u p p l ic a t io n  'd e s i r in g  to  be re s a v i t  
in  the towne being e x p e l l i t  fo r  ressaving and t r a f f i k i n g  w ith  [b la n k ]  
M i l l e r  being suspect [ i . e .  o f  the plague] being commandit . . .  not to  
have ado w ith  him and l ik e w is  agains the ordinances o f  the t o u n . ' The 
b a i l i e s ,  having taken the advice o f  the c o u n c i l ,  accepted t h e i r  
reque s t . 393
Craig and Kirkwood had obv ious ly  been banished fo r  contravening 
the s ta tu te s  which had been issued in  autumn 1584 as emergency 
measures designed to  combat the th re a t  o f  p lague . 394 I t  was in  i t s  
prosecu tion  o f  in d iv id u a ls  who chose to  break these and the o ther 
enactments promulgated by the coun c il  th a t  the c o u r t 's  p o s i t io n  as the 
main instrum ent in  the governance o f  the burgh can most c le a r ly  be seen. 
The cou r t  dispensed ro ya l ju s t i c e  in  c i v i l  and c r im in a l  matters w i th in
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the ju r i s d i c t i o n  allowed to  i t  by the crown, but i t  was a lso , in the 
con tex t o f  the burgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n ,  the j u d i c i a l  arm o f  an 
in te r re la te d  whole. I t  provided e s s e n t ia l  support both to  the co u n c il  in  
i t s  capac ity  as the burgh 's  le g is la tu re  and to  the o f f i c i a l s  whose task 
i t  was to  put a d m in is t ra t iv e  dec is ions in to  e f fe c t .  These aspects o f  the 
burgh a d m in is t ra t io n ,  the le g is la t i v e  and the execu tive , now req u ire  to  be 
examined w ith  a view to  determ ining not only t h e i r  modus operandi but 
a lso  the ex ten t to  which they provide in d ic a t io n s  as to  the scope and
l im i t a t i o n s  o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  Glasgow in  the la te  s ix te e n th
cen tu ry .  Among the best sources fo r  such in fo rm ation  are the burgh 's  
s ta tu te s  and these are the main sub jec t o f  the next chapter.
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who were or were not his vessals. Hamesoken was an assault perpetrated in a house; 
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related to the baron's power over his vassals. For these defin itions see 0. Jamieson,
An Etymological Dictionary of the Scottish Language, ed. J. Longmuir, 5 vols., 
(Paisley, 1879-1887) and W. A. Craigie et a l . t A Dictionary of the Older Scottish Tongue,
5 vols. to date, (London/Aberdeen, 1931- ). [Hereafter cited respectively as
Jamieson' s Dictionary of the Scottish Language and Dictionary of the Older Scottish 
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41. P. McIntyre, 'The Franchise Courts'* in Scottish Legal History, 378..
42. Glas. Chrs, ,  i ,  p t . i i ,  62.
43. P. McIntyre, 'The Franchise Courts', in Scottish Legal H istory, 379-380.
44. See P154-155.
45. See P149-152.
46. See P7-8 and Appendix 1.1 in V o l. I I ,  P2-5.
47. Glas. Chrs. ,  i ,  p t . i ,  9.
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50.. See P9, 338-339.
51. Nicholson, Scotland, 17; G. S. Pryde, 'The Burgh Courts and A llied  Jurisdictions', in 
Scottish Legal History, 392-393.
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does not however c ite  this Glasgow example, and i t  may be further noted that in St. 
Andrews and Glasgow the proximity of the courts of the o ff ic ia l generals of these 
two archdioceses to the courts of the burgh magistrates probably encouraged greater 
fr ic tio n  than might have occurred in a burgh such as Haddington.
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57. RPC, i ,  252-
58. G. Donaldson, 'The Church Courts', in Scottish Legal History, 368-369.
59 Watt, F as ti, 191-
60. G. Donaldson, 'The Church Courts’, in Scottish Legal History, 368-371. The
distinction between major and minor testaments was not however observed : James 
Stewart, elder, of Flook le f t  over £4000 in a testament which was registered in 
Glasgow : SRO MS CC9/7/19 f91v (December 1622).
61. Glas. Chrs.,  i ,  p t . i i ,  129-130; Durkan and Kirk, Glasgow University, 227-239.
62. Glas. Chrs. ,  i ,  p t . i i ,  149-162 : see P28-29, 306-307.
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64. R. Renwick, Glasgow Memorials,(Glasgow, 1908), 290; Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  16; SRA MS
CH2/550/1 (3 November 1583 -  29 March 1593).
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67. Glas. Chrs., i i ,  235-239.
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71 SRA MS C1/1/1 f248r.
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760 J, Irv ine  Smith, 'Criminal Law', and P. McIntyre, 'The Franchise Courts', in Scottish
Legal H istory, 296-297 and 379 respectively; APS, i ,  598, 633; Duncan, Scotland, 202.
77. SRA MS C1/1/1 f157v (5 October 1577).
78. Ib id . ,  f233r.
79. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff169v-170r.
80. Ib id ., f172v (19 January 1585).
81. Ib id . ,  f174v.
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85. SRA MS C1/1/1 f206r.
86. Glas. Chrs. ,  i ,  p t . i i ,  167-168.
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88. For example the term 'fe r ia t  time' was used to describe the Yule recess of 1573-74 : 
Glas. Rees.,  i ,  2.
89. SRA MS C1/1/1 f264v (6 September 1580).
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Glasgow, 74-75.
100. SRA MS C1/1/2 f14v.
101. SRA MS C1/1/1 f246v.
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103. BUK., i i ,  502-504.
104. Much of the above is  from St. Andrews Kirk Session Records, i ,  pp. 1-1 vi
e
but the refe^nce to ducking is from the Glasgow
kirk  session records of 7 April 1586, SRA MS CH2/550/1 f37r.
105. See Appendix 2.12 tables 10-12 and 15 in V o l. I I ,  P123, 126, 129-130, 136-138.
106. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f3v.
107. Ib id ., f4r.
108. Ib id ., f3r and R. Renwick, Glasgow Memorials,(Glasgow, 1908), 314-315.
109. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f53r and Appendix 2.18 in V o l. I I  , P179.
110. Ib id ., f7v; also ff2v, 15v.
111. Ib id . , f22v.
112. Ib id . ,  f23v.
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117. SRA MS C1/1/1 f87v.
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121. Ib id ., f96v.
122. Ib id . , f100r.
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127. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  69.
128. APS, i i ,  95; Murray, Burgh Organisation, i ,  202.
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However in 1588 the elections appear to have been conducted at the Michaelmas 
head court. This is  the only occasion between 1574 and 1622 that this appears to 
have happened. See P120 n.16.
SRA MS C1/1/1 f f  133v, 232v and C1/1/2 f f  35v, 181v, 217v respectively.
Murray, Burgh Organisation, i ,  184-227 passim.
SRA MS 01/1/1 f f  157v, 173r, 184v, 209r. On the process of recognition see 
P141 — 142.
Ib id ., f42v. The case in fact proceeded no further.
Ib id ., f i r  (Yule head court, 19 January 1574, in Glas. Rees.,  i ,  1).
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ib id . f f  107v (1576), 261r (1580) and SRA MS C1/1/2 f f  12r (1581) and 88v (1583). 
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However i t  was held on a Saturday, the normal council day.
165. Willock, The Jury in Scotland, 54-55; Dickinson, Aberdeen, cxxi-cxxiv.
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171. SRA MS C1/1/1 f102v.
172. Ib id ., f94v : see Appendix 3.2 in V o l . I I ,  P265.
173. Ib id ., f102v. For the membership of this and three sim ilar inguests, see
Appendix 3.2 in V o l. I I ,  P266-267.
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C1/1/1 f37r.
175. SRA MS C1/1/1 f9v.
176. SRA MS C1/1/1 f205v : see Appendix 3.2 in V o l . I I ,  P269-270.
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178. SRA MS C1/1/2 f33r.
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180. SRA MS 01/1/2 f28r (Glas. Rees. , i ,  92-93). On this inquest' s membership see
Appendix 3.2 in V o l. I I ,  P270.
181. Ib id ., f32r.
182. Ib id .,  f33r.
183. This le tte r  may have been sent a fte r Parliament had passed an act in 1581 setting  
out the scale of penalties for these offences : APS, i i i ,  212.
184. SRA MS C1/1/2 f29r (Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  93) : see Appendix 3.2 in V o l. I I ,  P270-272.
185. See Appendices 2.20 p t.iv  and 2.22 p t.iv  respectively in V o l. I I ,  P188-191, 200-208.
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188. SRA MS C1/1/2 f2r.
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Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  13-14.
190. Ib id ., f139r. In fact the minute does not record the punishments but these
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193. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  2
194. Cited in Murray, Burgh Organisation, i ,  232 n.1, from A Compilation of the Forms 
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195. J. Irv ine Smith, 'Criminal Procedure', in Scottish Legal History, 442-443.
196. Glas. Chrs. , - i ,  p t . i i ,  70 : see P141-142.
197. J. Irv ine Smith, 'Criminal Procedure', in Scottish Legal History, 443 and Murray,
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201. See P136.
202. SRA MS C1/1/1 f80r.
203. Ib id . ,  f90v.
204. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  24.
205. Glas. Chrs. ,  i ,  p t . i ,  pp. dcxxii-dcxxiv.
206. See P170-176 passim.
207. Indeed not a l l  the bailies  were l ite ra te . Andrew B a illie  and David Lindsay could not
write : SRA MS C1/1/1 f100r and Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i ,  no.2248. The only b a ilie
who may have had some training was Mr. Adam Wallace whose t i t l e  suggests that he 
was a graduate : see P76, n.123.
208. GUA MS 16305 B l.106. For further details  regarding the clerk see Appendix 2.9
in V o l. I I ,  P76-79.
209. See P140-141.
210. SRA MS C1/1/1 f87v.
211. Murray, Burgh Organisation, i ,  229-230.
212. SRA MS C1/1/2 f72v.
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214. See P384.
215. SRA MS C1/1/1 f102v.
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men who were probably apprentices to Archibald Hegate : see Prot. Bk. Glasgow, ix ,
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218. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  5, 16, 30.
219. Murray, Burgh Organisation, i ,  230.
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229. SRA MS C1/1/2 f137v.
230. For example, SRA MS C1/1/1 f186r.
231. See P176-177.
232. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  236-237.
233. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff131r, 158r, 187v.
234. On St. Ninian's hospital see P12, 37n.66, 284-285.
235. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  93; see P285.
236. Ib id .,  i i ,  37 (statute of 12 December 1635). I t  is  noteworthy that the water b a ilie  
did not receive a salary from the common good. He presumably took a proportion of 
the fines which he collected.
237. On these terms see P260.
238. See P10.
239. Glas. Chrs.,  i ,  p t . i i ,  280.
240. Ib id . , 382.
241. Glas. Rees.,  i i ,  35.
242. See Appendix 2.16 in V o l. I I ,  P168-169..
243. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff31v, 63r and 62v respectively. Other examples of attacks etc on the water
b a ilie  may be found at ib id . , ff125v, 126r, 212r. For the treatment of those who
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251. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  21.
252. For the reaction of the authorities to these and sim ilar cases see P193-194.
253. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  41.
254. Ib id ., 47. (Watson was reinstated on 3 March 1576 : SRA MS C1/1/1 f93r).
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263. Glas. Rees. , i , 363.
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273. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f4v.
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275. SRA MS C1/1/1 f42v.
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279.' See P187.
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CHAPTER IV
THE LEGISLATIVE PROCESS AND THE BURGH STATUTES, 1574-86
1. The L eg is la tive  Process
Although the court was c e n t ra l  to  the governance o f  Glasgow i t  was 
the town coun c il  which oversaw the general a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh 
(ass is ted  o f  course by the executive o f f i c i a l s ) .  The most important 
p a r t  o f  the c o u n c i l 's  work was the passage o f  the burgh 's s ta tu te s  or 
bye-laws. As such these acts might be regarded as j u d i c i a l  in th a t  they 
were a d d it io n s  to  the body o f  laws enforced by the co u r t ,  but they were 
e s s e n t ia l ly  a d m in is t ra t iv e  enactments. This d i s t i n c t i o n ,  though somewhat 
clouded by the nature o f  the s u rv iv in g  records (the s i t t i n g s  o f  the 
c oun c il  were recorded in what were in r e a l i t y  the act books o f  the burgh 
court  and can only be d is t in g u ish e d  from the a c t i v i t i e s  o f  th a t  body by 
c lose s c ru t in y  o f  the s ty le  o f  m inu t in g ) ,  is  confirmed by examination o f  
the post-1609 records o f  the burgh. The s ta tu te s  were then recorded 
not in the court  act books but in the new se r ies  o f  counc il minute books 
which commenced th a t  year. 1 Together w ith  the common good accounts 
(which are the sub jec t o f  the next chap te r) ,  the s ta tu te s  provide the 
c le a re s t  in d ic a t io n s  o f  the preoccupations o f  the la te  s ix teen th  
century  urban lo c a l a u th o r i ty ,  but before examining t h e i r  content i t  is 
f i r s t  necessary to  consider t h e i r  general format and the ac tua l 
le g is la t i v e  process.
The Glasgow s ta tu te s  o f  the 1570s and 1580s can be d iv ided  in to  
two groups in terms o f  the time o f  t h e i r  enactment. Each year at 
Michaelmas fo l lo w in g  the e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s  and co u n c i l ,  a block 
o f  s ta tu te s  was entered in the act book prefaced by the phrase 
S ta tu ta  pro p resen t i anno2 which on one occasion was rendered in the 
vernacu lar as 'The New S ta tu t is  maid be the new p ro v e is t  and counse ll 
w i th  the b a i l l i e s . ' 3 The second group embraced a l l  the o ther s ta tu te s  
which were passed e i th e r  s in g ly  or in groups at various times o f  the 
year.
Those s ta tu te s  issued a t Michaelmas (hence forth  described as the 
annual s ta tu te s )  were not so much enacted as re i te ra te d  year a f te r  year,
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a lb e i t  w i th  some a l te r a t io n s .  4 Two fea tu res  about these annual s ta tu te s  
are s u rp r is in g .  F i r s t l y ,  some s ta tu te s  disappeared during th is  period 
fo r  no apparent reason and w ith  no formal abrogation . Secondly, since 
i t  might be expected th a t  the annual re-enactments would embrace a l l  the 
burgh 's  bye-laws then in fo rce , i t  is  notable th a t  the new s ta tu te s  
passed e a r l i e r  in the year or in previous years were seldom included. 
Adm itted ly  there were some exceptions to  t h i s ,5 but o v e ra l l  the two 
groups were m utua lly  exc lus ive .  Why was th is  so? There is  no obvious 
answer. One exp lana tion  might be th a t  the annual s ta tu te s  belonged to  a 
much o lde r  set o f  lo c a l  enactments but wh ile  t h is  may be true  in p a r t  i t  
f a i l s  to  exp la in  the a d d it io n  o f  c e r ta in  s ta tu te s  and the dropping o f  
o the rs . Again, the occasiona l in c lus ion  o f  one o f  the new s ta tu te s  
among the annual s ta tu te s  may have been intended as a means o f  g iv in g  i t  
g rea te r  emphasis, though i f  t h is  were so i t  is  a l l  the more s u rp r is in g  
th a t  such an important enactment as th a t  o f  November 1576 which a s t r ic te d  
the in h a b ita n ts  to  the town m i l l s  fa i le d  to  gain a place among the annual 
s ta tu te s .  Poss ib ly  the omission o f  some s ta tu te s  p rev io us ly  included 
in the Michaelmas re-enactments was due to c le r i c a l  e r ro r .  U su a l ly 6 the 
annual s ta tu te s  appeared in the same order and were presumably copied 
from year to  year : i f  one was missed in one year i t  might not reappear 
and such might exp la in  the dropping o f  the seemingly uncontentious 
p ro v is io n  p r o h ib i t in g  the purchase o f  bar ley  and sending away ' the  malt 
t h a i r o f  to  wther p la ce is  downe the Watter o f  Clyde' p r io r  to  i t s  
p resen ta t ion  a t Glasgow m arket . 7 But e r ro rs  can not exp la in  the removal 
o f  the important s ta tu te s  regard ing the behaviour o f  the o f f i c e r s  and 
co u n c il  c o n f id e n t ia l i t y  from the annual enactments in 1580, on ly fo r  
them to  reappear re s p e c t iv e ly  as pa r t  o f  the o f f i c e r s '  oath on en try  to 
se rv ice  and as a new s ta tu te  on the behaviour o f  c o u n c i l lo rs  passed in 
October 1584.8 Nor is  i t  r e a l l y  l i k e l y  th a t  e r ro rs  were made in the 
s ta tu te s .  The l i k e l i e s t  exp lana tion  is  th a t  regu la r  r e - c o d i f ic a t io n  o f  
the burgh bye-laws was not c a r r ie d  out because i t  was f e l t  to be 
la rg e ly  unnecessary. Recourse to  the memory o f  man in a burgh o f  around 
5,000 souls would s u f f i c e .
I t  must be stressed a t t h is  p o in t  th a t  a lthough a s ta tu te  might 
disappear a t the annual re-enactment i t  almost c e r ta in ly  was not dropped 
from the burgh 's  code o f  law. For abrogation another s ta tu te  was
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requ ired  and only one instance o f  t h is  occurred dur ing th is  per iod , the 
repeal o f  the ac t o f  th i r la g e  o f  1576 by a s ta tu te  o f  Ju ly  1581. The 
fo rm a l i t y  o f  t h is  procedure was evidenced by the minutes. At a meeting 
o f  the b a i l i e s  and coun c il  held on 3 June 1581 a le t t e r  from Esme e a r l  
o f  Lennox ( the  then provost)  was read which b r i e f l y  summarised the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  caused by the act o f  th i r la g e  and advised th a t  i t  be 
repealed. The b a i l i e s ,  w ith  the advice o f  the c o u n c i l ,  immediately 
rescinded th a t  pa r t  o f  the o ffend ing  s ta tu te  which had s t ip u la te d  th a t  
a l l  new burgesses on en try  had to swear to  take t h e i r  corn to  the town 
m i l l s .  They a lso ordained th a t  ' f o r  d e le t in g  o f  thee sa id s ta tu te  . . .  
thee h a i l l  counsale and deaconis sould be o f  new convenit to  tha t
Q
e f f e c t . '  As a re s u l t  the b a i l i e s ,  coun c il  and deacons met on 1 Ju ly
1581 to  consider in d e ta i l  the complaint made 'be the in h a b i ta n t is  o f
t h is  toun and h a i l l  communitie t h a i r o f '  aga inst the th i r la g e  s ta tu te .
Therea fte r  the b a i l i e s ,  having noted th a t  ' i t  is  louable th a t
quhatsumevir th in g  be done be m a g is t ra t is  fo r  the tyme to the p re iu d ice
o f  the l i b e r t i e  o f  ane toun [and] th a t  a l l  m a g is t ra t is  succeding w ith
c a i r f u l  d i l ig e n c e  su ld f o r t i f i e  and remeid the inconvenience and hu r t  o f
t h a i r  commone w e i l l , '  agreed to repeal the ac t .  Accord ing ly  they, w ith
the consent and 'a u t h o r i t i e '  o f  the provost, and w ith  'adu is  and h a i l l
counsale and deaconis . . .  cassiss a n n u l l is  abroga tis  and o f  na force
s tre n th  nor e f fe c t  makis the f o i r s a id  p re te n d i t  s ta tu te  o f  th i r la g e  . . .
fo r  e v i r  fo r  thame th a i r  successouris . . .  s im p l ic i t e r  d ischa rg is  the
10samyn in a l l  tymes cumyng.'
I t  w i l l  be noted th a t  t h is  abrogation was e f fe c te d  by the magistra tes 
a c t in g  w ith  the advice o f  the coun c il  and deacons, but by whom p re c is e ly  
were s ta tu te s  enacted?
I t  has already been observed th a t  the annual s ta tu te s  were issued 
under the a u th o r i ty  o f  the new m agis tra tes and coun c il  en te r ing  o f f i c e  
each Michaelmas. 11 In fa c t  the m a jo r i ty  o f  s ta tu te s  were enacted by the 
b a i l i e s  and coun c il  or the p rovost, b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l .  Usually  the 
coun c il  was t rea ted  as a u n i t ,  but the in d iv id u a l  c o u n c i l lo rs  present 
were named in a se r ies  o f  s ta tu te s  passed between November 1576 and 
May 1577 re la t in g  to  t h i r la g e ,  the re p a ir  o f  the m i l l s  and the purchase 
o f  A rch iba ld  Lyon's m i l l  on the K e lv in .  12 Presumably the c o u n c i l lo r s  who
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gave t h e i r  assent to  these acts were id e n t i f ie d  because i t  was
apprec ia ted th a t  t h e i r  content was c o n t ro v e rs ia l  : i t  is  ju s t  poss ib le
th a t  those not named d issented or a t le as t  abstained, but i f  they d id  so
13the fa c t  was not recorded.
However not a l l  o f  the s ta tu te s  were enacted simply by the 
m ag is tra tes  in combination w ith  the c o u n c i l . 14 O ccasionally  the 
m ag is tra tes  in i t i a t e d  le g is la t io n  on t h e i r  own, apparently  w ithou t 
in v o lv in g  t h e i r  c o u n c i l lo r  co lleagues. The exp lana tion  fo r  t h is  
phenomenon l i e s  in the fa c t  th a t  although the provost and the b a i l i e s  
were the m ag is tra tes and c h ie f  executive o f f i c i a l s  o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  
they were also themselves members o f  the co u n c i l .  This was c le a r ly  
demonstrated when the c le rk  recorded the membership o f  the coun c il  in 
o f f i c e  dur ing  1588-89:
'H e ir  f o l l o v i s  the names o f  the counse ll : S i r  Matthew 
Steward o f  Mynto, knycht, p row e is t;  James Flemyng,
Robert Rowat, James Steward, b a i l l i e s ;  Andrew B a i l l i e  
[and twenty o th e rs ] . ' 15 
When th is  dual s ta tus  o f  the magistra tes is  borne in mind i t  can be seen 
th a t  there was noth ing very remarkable in the fa c t  th a t  s ta tu te s  were 
sometimes passed under the sole a u th o r i ty  o f  the b a i l i e s .  Indeed i t  is 
perhaps s u rp r is in g  th a t  i t  d id  not happen more o f te n .  I t  may be noted 
hwoever th a t  i f  the m agis tra tes could pass le g is la t io n  on t h e i r  own, the 
same d id  not hold true  o f  the o rd ina ry  c o u n c i l lo rs  and thus there are 
no examples o f  s ta tu te s  having been enacted s o le ly  by the c o u n c i l .  In 
fa c t  the p a r t ic ip a t io n  o f  the m agis tra tes in the le g is la t iv e  processes 
o f  the burgh was e s s e n t ia l ,  no doubt because o f  t h e i r  p o s i t io n  as 
o f f i c i a l s  o f  the burgh 's  supe r io r  and t h e i r  conseguentia l o b l ig a t io n  to 
ensure, on beha lf  o f  the supe r io r ,  th a t  the a d m in is t ra t io n  was 
conducted e f fe c t i v e ly  in a l l  i t s  aspects.
More in t r ig u in g  are those s ta tu te s  which record th a t  the community 
or the c r a f t  deacons were involved in t h e i r  passage. The only occasion 
th a t  le g is la t io n  was in i t i a t e d  by the community alone occurred a t the 
Summerhill cou rt  held on 24 June 1576 when three acts r e la t in g  to  
burgess en try  f in e s  were 'd e s y r i t  and cond iscend it  on be the commowntie.' 
The fa c t  th a t  these were only proposals was emphasized by the minute
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which concluded th a t  t h e i r  content was ' t o  be re s o n i t  b e fo i r  the 
prouest, and g i f  he consentis  t h a i r t o  to be c o n c lu d i t  and e n d it ,  
wtherwayis n o c h t , ' a c le a r  example o f  the need to ob ta in  the m ag is tra tes ' 
assent to  le g is la t io n  (which in fa c t  on th is  occasion was w i th h e ld ) . 16 
The community was also to  be found ac t ing  alongside the m ag is tra tes and 
c o u n c i l lo r s  in a u th o r is in g  s ta tu te s  but such cases were rare  and were 
la rg e ly  confined to  meetings o f  the Summerhill and the Craigmak 
co u r ts .  17 As has a lready been discussed, these courts  and o thers at 
which the community played an a c t iv e  ro le  were being phased out during 
th is  period;18 but i f  the community's le g is la t iv e  ro le  was d im in ish ing  
in the la te  s ix te e n th  century the same could not be said o f  the ro le  o f  
the c r a f t  deacons in t h is  sphere.
In  t h is  context the re la t io n s h ip  o f  the deacons to the community
and indeed the d e f in i t i o n  o f  e xac t ly  what was meant by 'th e  community'
re q u ire  examination. Usually  i t  is assumed th a t  the term 'th e  community'
meant the freemen burgesses but there are in d ic a t io n s  in the minutes th a t
th is  was not always the case. In May 1574 a p e t i t io n  c r i t i c i s i n g  the
a d m in is t ra t io n s 's  p o l ic y  o f  a l ie n a t in g  pa r ts  o f  the burgh commons was
presented by W il l iam  Maxwell on beha lf  o f  the merchants, and by s ix
19deacons ' i n  name o f  the h a i l l  c r a f t i s  and h a i l l  communite.' In June 
1576 another p e t i t io n  was submitted on the same sub jec t by 'th e  h a i l l  
deaconis and communitie' and th is  contained an in te re s t in g  phrase 
regard ing the mode o f  dec is ion  making at the Summerhill meetings,
20r e fe r r in g  to  ' th e  communitie and deaconis quha hes th a i r  w o t t i s . '
Again, when in 1588 fu r th e r  a l ie n a t io n s  o f  the commons were proposed
these were authorised by the m agis tra tes and coun c il  together w ith  the
deacons who were described as ac t ing  ' f o r  thameselfes and in name and
beha lfe  o f  the communitie ', although in another associated minute
d is t i n c t i o n  was drawn between the deacons and the 'remanent friemen
21comburgessis o f  the bu rgh '.  The im p l ic a t io n  is  th a t  'community' 
could mean e i th e r  a l l  the burgesses or more s p e c i f i c a l l y  the craftsmen.
Whatever the case i t  is ev ident th a t  fo r  a number o f  measures the 
consent obtained a t the Summerhill meetings from a l l  the merchants and 
craftsmen was being replaced during these years by the consent o f  the
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m agis tra tes  and coun c il  (broad ly  representing  the merchants) 22 and the 
deacons (rep resen t ing  the cra ftsm en). Ana lys is  o f  who was inc luded in 
the passage o f  s ta tu te s  shows tha t  the involvement o f  the community 
ceased in the mid 1570s whereas the combination o f  m ag is tra tes , counc il  
and deacons continued th e re a f te r  fo r  the a u th o r is a t io n  o f  c e r ta in  
s ta tu te s  r e la t in g  to  matters f req uen t ly  a f fe c t in g  the common good, such 
as ta xa t io n s  or the abrogation o f  the th i r la g e  s ta tu te . 23 The deacons 
were being a t t ra c te d  w i th in  the o r b i t  o f  the ru l in g  merchant o l ig a rc h y ,  
not ju s t  to  compensate the community or the craftsmen burgesses fo r  the 
demise o f  the Summerhill meetings but a lso in an attempt to  defuse any 
c r a f t  h o s t i l i t y  to  the a d m in is t ra t io n  by making the deacons id e n t i f y  
w ith  the o l ig a rc h y ,  a p o l ic y  which, however, u l t im a te ly  f a i l e d . 2^  In 
t h is  respect the c le rk  made an in te re s t in g  admission when in September 
1579 a t the passage o f  a f in a n c ia l  s ta tu te  he re fe rre d  to  ' th e  b a i l l i e s ,  
counsale and h a i l l  dekynnis convenand in t h a i r  counsalhous . ' 25
Having o u t l in e d  the le g is la t iv e  process i t  is  now poss ib le  to  
examine the s ta tu te s  themselves. I t  w i l l  a lready be apparent th a t  they 
covered a wide range o f  to p ic s .  I t  is  not the in te n t io n  o f  t h is  
chapter to  discuss each s ta tu te  in d iv id u a l ly  ( the re  were between fourteen 
and tw e n ty -s ix  annual s ta tu te s  issued each Michaelmas p lus , between 1574 
and 1586, almost one hundred new acts) but i t  is  poss ib le  to  d iv id e  them 
in to  groups according to  t h e i r  general sub jec t m atte r.
2. The Burgh Statutes
The f i r s t  group which may be considered comprises those acts which 
were passed by the m agis tra tes and counc il to  regu la te  the conduct o f  
those to  whom the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh was en trus ted .
A number o f  measures were enacted regard ing the co u n c i l .  In 
October 1575, before the passage o f  the annual s ta tu te s  th a t  year, an act 
was issued which s t ip u la te d  th a t  ' g i f  ony persone o f  the counsale 
happ in is  to  reve le  ony th in g  spokin or t r e t  i t  in counsale as counsale ' 
then th a t  person was to be removed from the coun c il  'and n e v ir  in tymes 
cuming to  be a d m i t t i t  vpon the counsale agane bot ha ld in  [ i n ]  infame 
and t h a i r  fredomes c a l l i t  doun. ' 26 A p a r t i c u la r  in c iden t may have led
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to  t h is  s ta tu te  though what i t  was is  unknown. The act was added
verbatim  to  the annual s ta tu te s  in 1576 and was repeated each year u n t i l
271580 when i t  was dropped. However i t  is  inconce ivab le  th a t  breaches o f  
c o u n c il  c o n f id e n t ia l i t y  might th e re a f te r  have been to le ra te d ;  as has 
a lready been noted , 28 the dropping o f  an act from the annual s ta tu te s  was 
not egu iva len t to  i t s  abrogation and, as s h a l l  s h o r t ly  be demonstrated, 
the sub jec t o f  coun c il  c o n f id e n t ia l i t y  was to  appear again.
During the 1580s three fu r th e r  pieces o f  le g is la t io n  were enacted 
regard ing the c o u n c i l ,  enactments which suggest th a t  some a t le a s t  o f  the 
c o u n c i l lo r s  were less than assiduous in t h e i r  d u t ie s .  On 10 December 1581 
i t  was ordained th a t  ' the  auld act tueching the convenyng o f  the counsa ll 
i l k  S e t t i r d a y '  was to  be observed and absentees f in e d ;  examination o f  the 
minutes confirms th a t  the counc il  usua lly  met on a Saturday but by no 
means weekly, e i th e r  before or a f te r  t h is  act was issued .29 Unpaid 
se rv ice  on beh a lf  o f  the community was never popular and there must have 
been some c o u n c i l lo rs  who considered th a t  t h e i r  lo c a l  a u th o r i ty  work was 
an in t ru s io n  on t h e i r  business a f f a i r s .30 Others appear to  have f e l t  th a t  
t h e i r  p o s i t io n  put them in some way above the law, fo r  the next s ta tu te  
regard ing the c o u n c i l lo r s ,  passed in October 1583, ordained th a t  'g i f e  
ony o f  the persownes chosen on thee counse ll brak and transgres the 
s t a t u t i s  o f  thee towne [ th e y ]  s a i l  incure the d o w b i l l  pane t h a i r o f . ' 31 
The same problem appears to  und e r l ie  the t h i r d  ac t ,  passed one year la te r ,  
on 10 October 1584. The b a i l i e s  w ith  the advice and consent o f  the 
incoming coun c il  ordained th a t  a l l  c o u n c i l lo rs  's te n t  scat l o t  wake and 
warde w i th in  t h is  toun as burgessis and co u n se llo u r is  aucht and sould do 
. . .  under pane o f  dep r iva t ioun  o f  thee counse ll and nocht to b e ir  o f f i c e  
in counsa ll t h a i r e f t i r . '  These s t r i c tu r e s ,  w ith  the harsh p e n a lt ie s  
invo lved , must have been d ire c te d  aga inst c o u n c i l lo rs  who were out o f  
town burgesses although a t t h is  time only two, S ir  Matthew Stewart o f  
Minto and W il l iam  Stewart o f  B e ltrees , can d e f in i t e l y  be id e n t i f ie d  as 
f a l l i n g  w i th in  t h is  group. The second clause o f  t h is  s ta tu te  
r e i te ra te d  the e a r l i e r  act about the c o n f id e n t ia l i t y  o f  coun c il  business. 
Any member o f  the counc il  'quha happ in is  to  oppin and r e v e i l l  ony mater, 
purpo is  or caus v o t i t  p ropon it  or c o n c lu d i t  w i th in  the counselhows or y i t  
the v o t is  o f  the counse ll to  ony persounes nocht being c o u n s a l lo u r is ' 
was to  be dismissed and never reappointed. I t  may be noted in passing
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th a t  t h is  clause provides a va luable and a l l  too rare  glimpse o f  the 
modus operandi o f  the c o u n c i l ,  and the same may also be sa id o f  the la s t  
p ro v is io n  in t h is  s ta tu te  which, designed to prevent unauthorised entry  
to  the co u n c il  house w h ile  the counc il was in session and s imultaneously 
punish latecomers, s t ip u la te d  tha t
's i k  o f  thee counse ll quha cummis hindmest to  the
counse ll a t tymes r e q u i r i t  . . .  s a i l  ke ip thee dure
q u h i l l  the n ix t  th a t  cummis r e l i e f  him and the 
hindmest o f  a l l  to keip the dure q u h i l l  thee counsell 
ryse fo r  th a t  tym e. ' 32
Just as the passage o f  the s ta tu te  o f  December 1581 reminding 
c o u n c i l lo r s  o f  t h e i r  duty to  convene each week ind ica tes  th a t  non- 
attendance a t coun c il  meetings was preva len t during th is  pe r iod , an 
e a r l i e r  act shows th a t  a s im i la r  problem a f fe c te d  the annual 
perambulations o f  the burgh 's  marches. These inspections which were 
e f fe c te d  each year at Whitsun by the m ag is tra tes , c o u n c i l lo rs  and 
burgess community f u l f i l l e d  both a p r a c t ic a l  and an important symbolic 
ro le ,  p r a c t ic a l  in th a t  damage to the commons and marches was reported, 
symbolic in th a t  they defined the exten t o f  the burgh 's a u th o r i ty  in
r e la t io n  to  neighbouring ju r i s d ic t io n s .  Obviously t h is  l a t t e r  fu n c t io n
in p a r t i c u la r  would be se r io u s ly  undermined i f  people ceased to attend 
these inspections and by the la te  1570s th is  had become a problem. 
Accord ing ly  on 3 June 1578, i t  having been noted th a t  very few men had 
attended the recent perambulation and i f  no ac t ion  was taken ' t h a i r  w i l l  
nane in tyme cuming to  do the samyn', the p rovost, b a i l i e s  and counc il  
ordained th a t  a l l  c o u n c i l lo r s ,  deacons and th e i r  peers and a l l  men 
capable o f  bearing a f in e  o f  8s were to  attend the perambulations in 
fu tu re ,  on pain o f  in c u rr in g  the said f in e .  33
The burgh o f f i c e r s  were also the sub jec t o f  various pieces o f
le g is la t io n  which were designed to regu la te  t h e i r  conduct. These
34p ro v is io n s  have already been discussed in d e t a i l  but b r i e f l y  i t  w i l l  
be re c a l le d  th a t  in October 1575 an act was passed which provided fo r  
the removal o f  any o f f i c e r  g u i l t y  o f  misconduct, wh ile  in February 1576 
i t  was fu r th e r  ordained th a t  the o f f i c e r s  were to  have cautioners  as a 
guarantee o f  t h e i r  ' l e l e  and trew a dm in is tra t ioun  in t h a i r  o f f i c e s ' . 35
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Both these acts  were included in the annual s ta tu te s  issued at 
Michaelmas 1576 but the la t t e r  was expanded to include a p ro h ib i t io n  
fo rb id d in g  the reappointment o f  any o f f i c e r  dismissed fo r  misconduct 
p lus procedures fo r  dea ling  w ith  complaints aga inst these o f f i c i a l s . 36 
The same measures were re i te ra te d  in 1577 and in 157837 but in the 
annual s ta tu te s  o f  1579 i t  was simply s ta ted  th a t  the enactments 
regard ing the o f f i c e r s  were ' to  be obse ru it  w ith  a l l  r ig o u r ' ;  however 
a new clause was appended which de a lt  w ith  t h e i r  wages.38 A f te r  1579 
the annual s ta tu te s  ceased to include acts regarding the burgh o f f i c e r s ,  
a lthough the tenor o f  the previous p rov is ions  were contained in 
subseguent minutes record ing  th e i r  appointments . 39
Yet desp ite  these measures i t  is  c le a r  from the minutes th a t  the 
o f f i c e r s  were not e a s i ly  c o n t ro l le d .  John Watson, o f f i c e r ,  was dismissed 
in February 1576 fo r  m a ladm in is tra t ion  but was re in s ta te d  the fo l lo w in g  
month. I t  was t h is  in c ide n t which led to  the p ro v is io n  th a t  the 
o f f i c e r s  were to  have cau tioners  but i r o n ic a l l y  i t  was a t the in s t ig a t io n  
o f  h is  cau tioner th a t  another o f f i c e r ,  Richard Todd, took unwarranted 
ac t io n  aga inst c e r ta in  in d iv id u a ls  fo r  which he was fo rm a lly  dismissed 
in October 1577. Notw ithstanding the fa c t  th a t  the p r o h ib i t io n  aga inst 
the reappointment o f  dismissed o f f i c e r s  was by then in fo rce  Todd 
re tu rned to t h is  p o s i t io n  the fo l lo w in g  year through the in f luence  o f  
the archbishop, an event which prompted a s p i r i t e d  but in e f fe c t iv e  
p ro te s t  from one o f  the c o u n c i l lo r s ,  Mr. Adam Wallace. C le a r ly  on th is  
p a r t i c u la r  occasion the e f fe c t iveness  o f  the burgh 's s ta tu te s  was 
complete ly undermined by the in te rv e n t io n  o f  the supe r io r .  40
Before leav ing  th is  sec t ion  i t  ls  appropria te  to  note a s ta tu te  
minuted on 4 October 1576 whereby the c r a f t  deacons agreed th a t  there 
would be ' na nouationes, band is  nor w the r is  co n tra c t  is  maidamang thame 
bot sa fe r  as is  c o n te n i t  in t h a i r  le t te re s  o f  dekynheidis gevin to 
thame be the to u n . '  Although the c r a f t  deacons were not s t r i c t l y  
speaking executive o f f i c e r s  o f  the burgh i t  was through them th a t  the 
a d m in is t ra t io n  sought to  m ainta in c o n t ro l  over the inco rpo ra t ions  o f  
craftsmen and since the deacons were a lso sometimes involved in 
enacting le g is la t io n  alongside the m ag is tra tes  and coun c il  t h is  
s ta tu te  may be considered as another example o f  an act designed to 
regu la te  the conduct o f  the burgh 's  a d m in is t ra to rs .41
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The second group comprises those enactments which were re la te d  to 
the f in a n c ia l  a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh and although these are f u l l y
Zl9discussed in the next chapter i t  is  approp ria te  a t t h is  p o in t  to 
consider t h e i r  content and some o f  t h e i r  fea tu res in view o f  t h e i r  
importance w i th in  the corpus o f  burgh le g is la t io n .  These acts may be 
d iv ided  in to  two sub-groups : those which re la te d  to  the burgh 's 
o rd ina ry  revenue or common good, and those which re la te d  to  i t s  
e x t ra o rd in a ry  income.
The burgh 's  common good was based not on any system o f  regu la r  lo c a l  
ra te s ,  such as is  employed nowadays fo r  the support o f  lo c a l  a u th o r i t ie s ,  
but on a v a r ie ty  o f  resources inc lud ing  booth en try  money, burgess 
f in e s  and p e t ty  customs. The f i r s t  o f  these made up only a small 
p ro p o r t io n  o f  the burgh 's  o rd ina ry  income and during the 1570s and 1580s 
on ly  one act was passed regard ing th is  resource when, in A p r i l  1574, 
i t  was ordained th a t  the en try  f in e  fo r  l i f e r e n t s  o f  the booths or 
shops under the to lbo o th  should be set a t £20 and th a t  the monies 
thereby obtained should be spent s o le ly  on the upkeep o f  th a t  
b u i ld in g .43
Of fa r  g rea te r importance to the burgh was the income obtained 
from the admission f in e s  le v ied  on new burgesses and severa l acts were 
issued during the 1570s regarding the ra tes  which were to  be 
employed. At the Summerhill court held in June 1574 an attempt was 
made to  increase the admission f in e  (which then stood at £6 13s 4d) to 
£10 i r r e s p e c t iv e  o f  the a p p l ic a n t 's  s ta tus  but t h is  was subsequently 
opposed by burgess sons who f e l t  th a t  t h e i r  f in e s  should be less than 
those imposed on s trangers . I t  was not u n t i l  May 1577 th a t  an 
acceptable s o lu t io n  was found which adopted a more so p h is t ica te d  scale 
o f  r a te s .44 I t  may be noted in passing th a t  the act o f  June 1574 was 
authorised  by the b a i l i e s  and co u n c i l ,  p lus the deacons and ' h a i l l  
communite p re s e n t. '  Many o f  the f in a n c ia l  s ta tu te s  c a r r ie d  th is  or 
s im i la r  endorsements as b e f i t t e d  le g is la t io n  w ith  a d i re c t  bearing on 
the burgh 's  f i s c a l  resources .45
On occasions men were admitted to  burgess-ship g ra t is  by reason 
o f  t h e i r  poverty or fo r  some se rv ice  done to  the burgh, but f re q u e n t ly  
the b e n e f ic ia r ie s  were members o f  the n o b i l i t y  and t h e i r  assoc ia tes.
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In t h is  way the burgh hoped to a t t r a c t  the patronage o f  men o f  
in f luence  but any b e n e f i ts  which might have accrued to  the burgh in th is  
way were unce rta in  and appear to  have been in c re a s in g ly  outweighed by 
the loss o f  income which these g r a t is  admissions e n ta i le d .  In May 1577 
an attempt was made to  c o n t ro l  these admissions, i t  being decreed th a t  
no one was to  be admitted to  burgess-ship g r a t is  unless they could 
show 'ane re s s o n a b i l l  caus o f  se rv ice  or guid deid done to the towne be 
thame t h a i r f o i r . l46 The e f fe c t  o f  t h is  act was s h o r t - l iv e d  as the 
b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l lo rs  were powerless to  prevent provosts such as the 
Lennoxes and Montrose using burgh patronage to award t h e i r  f r ie n d s  at 
the expense o f  the burgh 's  common good. Another attempt to  reverse 
t h is  trend proved equa lly  in e f fe c t iv e .  In October 1582 a s ta tu te  was 
passed whereby no burgesses were to  be entered by the m agis tra tes 
unless the t rea su re r  and 'ane s u f f i c ie n t  number o f  the counse ll be 
presen t, to  w i t t  i i i j  or v j ' ;  furthermore the names o f  the c o u n c i l lo rs  
present were to  be recorded . 47 Although th is  act was subsequentlyAO
absorbed in to  the annual Michaelmas re-enactments i t  is  c le a r  from 
the minutes th a t  i t s  p rov is ions  were ignored. The names o f  c o u n c i l lo rs
present a t burgess admissions were recorded only tw ice , in December
49 /1582 and February 1583. The former occasion (a t  which the trea su re r
was not even present) concerned the admission o f  a burgess g r a t is ,  the
l a t t e r  the en try  o f  an o rd ina ry  burgess, r e f le c t in g  the fa c t  th a t  t h is
s ta tu te  was intended to  c o n t ro l  not only g r a t is  admissions but a lso
the p ra c t ic e s  o f  adm it t ing  burgesses a t less than the approp ria te  ra te
or o f  d iv e r t in g  a l l  or some o f  t h e i r  f ines  fo r  spec ia l purposes . 50 At
best these p rac t ices  diminished the income accruing to  the common good
w h ile  a t  worst they l e f t  ample scope fo r  abuses.
In  1584-85 g r a t is  admissions accounted fo r  37?o o f  a l l  burgess
e n t r ie s ,  wh ile  the number o f  f in e s  d iv e r te d  from the common good
51remained as high as before . Further enactments designed to c o n t ro l  
the method o f  adm it t ing  burgesses fo llowed in  the 1590s and the f i r s t  
decade o f  the seventeenth c e n tu ry ,52 but in the context o f  t h is  
chapter i t  is  appropria te  to observe a t t h is  ju n c tu re  th a t  ju s t  as the 
burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  was ob liged to  accept the re insta tem ent o f  an 
o f f i c e r  a t  the request o f  the supe r io r ,  desp ite  the existence o f  a 
s ta tu te  p ro h ib i t in g  such a procedure , 53 so too in the sphere o f
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burgess admissions the burgh 's  le g is la tu re  found i t  d i f f i c u l t  to exert 
i t s  w i l l  in the face o f  pressure from powerfu l provosts determined to 
d is t r ib u te  the burgh 's  favours. The important question which these 
examples ra is e ,  the general e f fe c t iveness  o f  the s ta tu te s ,  w i l l  be 
re turned to  l a t e r . 54
Sta tu tes  were a lso issued during the 1570s and 1580s w ith  respect 
to  the management o f  the burgh 's three pe t ty  customs o f  the m i l l s ,  la d le  
and the b r idge . Those which re la te d  to  the town's m i l l s  were the 
enactments promulgated in November 1576 which, w i th  a view to 
increas ing  the burgh 's  income, a s t r ic te d  the in hab itan ts  to  the burgh 
m i l l s  and es tab lished  the procedure whereby th is  custom was to be 
farmed annua lly ;  two acts passed the fo l lo w in g  May which d e a lt  w ith  
the upkeep o f  the o ld  m i l l  on the Molendinar and confirmed the take-over 
o f  A rch iba ld  Lyon's m i l l  on the K e lv in ;  and the s ta tu te s  o f  3 June and 
1 Ju ly  1581 which repealed the unsuccessful and unpopular th i r la g e  
le g is la t io n  o f  November 1576. 55
While the m i l l  custom exercised the minds o f  the burgh 's  le g is la to r s  
cons iderab ly  during th is  per iod , the o ther two p e t ty  customs o f  the 
b r idge and la d le  were the sub jec t o f  only one s ta tu te  each. In 1575 
Rutherglen d isputed Glasgow's a u th o r i ty  to  u p l i f t  the la d le  custom 
but in June o f  th a t  year the Lords o f  Council and Session upheld 
Glasgow's r ig h t .  As i f  to  emphasize the burgh 's  powers to  c o l le c t  th is  
custom, the provost, b a i l i e s  and coun c il  issued a s ta tu te  in March 1576 
o rde r ing  a l l  maltmen to pay th is  duty on t h e i r  malt and bar ley  'a l b e i t  
i t  be cost f u r t h t  o f  the toun in ca is  the samyn be re s s a v i t  and mesourit 
w i th in  the samyn.' 56 Presumably the maltmen had objected to  t h is  
im pos it ion , but no references to such a d ispu te  can be found in the 
s u rv iv in g  records. The br idge custom was the le a s t  contentious o f  
these sources o f  revenue and the only s ta tu te  r e la t in g  to  t h is  impost 
was a minor ac t issued in August 1574, at the request o f  the 
archbishop, tem pora r i ly  exempting the barony men from paying the 
b r idge custom 'q u h i l l  th a i  be fe r th e r  a v y s i t ' . 57 The minutes do not 
d isc lose  how long th is  suspension remained in fo rce .
The in t r i n s i c  l im i ta t io n s  o f  the burgh 's  common good were 
re f le c te d  in the s ta tu te s  issued during t h is  per iod . The income
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accru ing from booth en try  f in e s  was m inimal; the attempt in 1574 to 
in troduce a f l a t  ra te  o f  £10 fo r  burgess admissions foundered on the 
oppos it io n  o f  the 'burges sonnys' and although th is  d i f f i c u l t y  was 
e ve n tu a l ly  overcome the amount o f  money which the t rea su re r  received 
from th is  source was in any case severe ly depleted by g r a t is  admissions 
and the d iv e rs io n  o f  f in e s ;  the pe t ty  customs were farmed out annually  
and were thus sub jec t to market forces ou tw ith  the le g is la tu r e 's  
c o n t ro l ,  and when i t  attempted to in tervene by a s t r i c t i n g  the in hab ita n ts  
to the town's m i l l s  in 1576 no appreciable increase in income accrued 
and the measure proved so unpopular th a t  i t  was fo rm a lly  repealed f iv e  
years la t e r .  Thus the le g is la tu r e 's  attempts to  augment the burgh 's 
o rd in a ry  income were constra ined both by the i n f l e x i b i l i t y  inherent in 
the common good and by the oppos it ion  o f  c e r ta in  sectors  o f  the community 
whose vested in te re s ts  were threatened by these measures.
Another element in the burgh 's  o rd ina ry  income was the revenue 
obta ined from land re n ts .  However these ' commone a n n u e l l is '  tended to  
be f ix e d ,  so th a t  t h is  resource was even more in f l e x ib le  than the other 
components o f  the common good. Nonetheless the ren ts  and the lands 
from which they were drawn provided an asset which could be used to 
cope w ith  f in a n c ia l  emergencies. Thus during the plague c r i s i s  o f  
1585 the burgh borrowed 800 merks from Andrew B a i l l i e  secured aga inst 
the ren ts  o f  the lands o f  G arngadh il l ,  Gallowmuir and 'Burro M u ir ' 
which were valued a t n in e ty -s ix  merks per annum. These revenues were
CQ
redeemed the fo l lo w in g  year but when in 1588 the burgh needed to 
ra is e  money to  buy the feu o f  Ke lv in  M i l l  severa l lands were permanently 
a l ie n a te d  in to  p r iv a te  hands.59
Obviously the burgh 's  stock o f  lands was f i n i t e  and th e i r  
a l ie n a t io n ,  which sometimes provoked oppos it ion  from the community, 60 
could not go on in d e f in i t e ly .  Some o ther method had to  be used to  meet 
ex t ra o rd in a ry  expenditure and although there was no regu la r  system 
o f  lo c a l  r a t in g  (which would have given the a d m in is t ra t io n  a sounder 
f in a n c ia l  base) recourse was sometimes had to  sp e c ia l lo c a l  taxes or 
s te n ts .  Yet once again the m agis tra tes and c o u n c il  were constra ined 
in these endeavours, t h is  time both by the taxab le  capac ity  o f  the 
burgesses, on whom these s ten ts  were le v ie d ,  and by the burgesses'
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re luc tance  to  be taxed more than was abso lu te ly  necessary.
This re luc tance  was understandable fo r ,  over and above any lo c a l  
ra te  demanded by the m agis tra tes and c o u n c i l ,  the burgesses were 
subjected to  a v a r ie ty  o f  n a t io n a l taxa t ions  which could be authorised 
by Parl iam ent, the P r ivy  Council or the Convention o f  Royal Burghs . 61 
Confin ing  examples to  the 1570s, Parliament authorised only one tax 
in th a t  decade, a levy o f  10,000  merks (£6 , 666 ) approved in 1578 fo r  
re b u i ld in g  the bridge at P e r th . 62 However in the same year the P r ivy  
Council ( in  an ac t ion  which was la te r  deemed u n c o n s t i tu t io n a l  in th a t  
the es ta tes  were not consu lted) sanctioned the ra is in g  o f  a tax o f  
£12,000  fo r  the payment o f  a force to  q u e l l  d is turbances in the 
Borders . 6-5 The c o n t r ib u t io n  expected from the burghs in such instances 
was usu a lly  ca lcu la ted  a t one s i x t h 64 and the Convention o f  Royal 
Burghs apportioned th is  share among i t s  members : during th is  per iod  
Glasgow's p o r t io n  was set a t around &25% o f  the burghs' c o n t r ib u t io n .65 
In a d d it io n  the Convention also taxed i t s  members : in 1574 3,000 merks 
(£2,000) was to  be ra ised fo r  the suppression o f  p ira c y ;  in 1575 £11,000 
was le v ie d  to  meet o b l ig a t io n s  p rev ious ly  promised to the regen t Morton, 
and th'e expenses o f  a commission sent to  F landers; and in  1577 a commission 
to  England regarding p iracy  and one to Flanders regarding the im pos it ion  
there o f  c e r ta in  customs occasioned le v ie s  o f  1,200  merks (£800) and 
£240 re s p e c t iv e ly . 66
When the burgh 's stocks o f  s a l t  were destroyed by storms in 1579 
and the a d m in is t ra t io n  was faced w ith  in s u f f i c ie n t  funds in i t s  
'commone purs ' i t  was decided to  wadset £24 o f  the common good annually  
u n t i l  the loss was recovered, because the community had la te l y  been 
'o p p re s s it  by s ind ry  taxatiounes and s t e n t i s ' . 67 From the f ig u re s  
quoted above i t  can be estimated th a t  between 1574 and 1578 the Glasgow 
burgesses had been asked to  pay around £450 towards n a t io n a l 
ta x a t io n s .  68 They had a lso been stented tw ice by the burgh a u th o r i t ie s  
dur ing the same period fo r  a t o ta l  o f  £400 and c le a r ly  by 1579 the 
a d m in is t ra t io n  f e l t  th a t  any fu r th e r  im pos it ion  might provoke 
o pp os it io n .
The f i r s t  o f  these s ten ts  had been le v ie d  in 1574. On 21 August 
o f  th a t  year the provost, b a i l i e s ,  coun c il  and deacons met to consider
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' th e  g r e i t  dekaye and ruyne th a t  the h ie  k i r k  o f  Glasgw is  cum to 
throuch ta k in g  awaye o f  the le id  s c la i t  and wther grayth  t h a i r o f  in 
t h is  t ru b lu s  tyme bygane.' I t  was the re fo re  agreed to ra is e  a tax o f  
£200 ' f o r  the ze le th a i  b e i r  to  the k i r k  . . .  fo r  he lp ing  to  re p a ir  the 
sa id  k i r k  and haldyng o f  i t  w a t t i r f a s t ' ,  though as a r id e r  i t  was added 
th a t  the burgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n  was 'nocht a d d e t t i t  to  the vphaldyng 
and repar ing  t h a i r o f  be the law' and th a t  i t s  ac t ion  should 'induce na 
p ra c t ic k  nor p repa ra t ive  in tymes cuming.' 69
The o ther s ten t  was authorised in November 1577 and re la te d  to  a 
major p ro je c t  which was then being undertaken in the burgh, the paving 
o f  s t re e ts .  The accounts record tha t  a calsaymaker had been brought 
from Dundee s p e c ia l ly  fo r  t h is  purpose 70 and th is  was re fe r re d  to  in 
the preamble to  the s ta tu te  which also emphasized th a t  ' t h a i r  is  nocht 
to  be g o t t in  o f  commowne guddis to  b ig  the c a ls a y is . ' Accord ing ly  the 
ra is in g  o f  'ane taxa t ioun  o f  twa hundreth t pundis money to  be tane o f  
the h a i l l  in h a b i ta n t is  . . .  w orth ie  t h a i r t o '  was approved, and again i t  
may be noted th a t  t h is  act was authorised by the provost, b a i l i e s ,  
co u n c il  and deacons. 71 As w ith  the s ta tu te  o f  1574 regard ing the upkeep 
o f  the ca thed ra l,  t h is  act continued by naming the s te n te rs  who were to 
c o l le c t  the tax . In n e i th e r  case do tax r o l l s  or accounts su rv ive  
although w ith  respect to  the s ten t  fo r  the calsay i t  is  known th a t  £240
had been ra ised  by A p r i l  1580. 72
Maintenance o f  the ca thedra l remained a major problem. In A p r i l  
1581 the crown g i f t e d  to  the burgh fo r  the upkeep o f  the ca thedra l 
c e r ta in  annualrents which had been bought by the canons using a 
benefaction  o f  £800 fo rm erly  made by archbishop Dunbar fo r  the same 
purpose, i t  being commented th a t  ' th e  in hab ita n t is  o f  the burgh and
c i t i e  o f  Glesgw is  not a b i l l  o f  t h a i r  awin proper r e n t is  to  do the
samyn. ' 73 I t  was probably p a r t ly  in response to  t h is  grant th a t ,  in 
December 1581, a working pa rty  comprised o f  church and co l lege  
rep resen ta t ives  p lus the p rovost, b a i l i e s  and a small group o f  
c o u n c i l lo r s  was formed to determine how best to  preserve the high 
k i r k .74 Nothing immediate t ran sp ired  from these d iscuss ions and i t  was 
not u n t i l  February 1583 th a t  a s ta tu te  was passed whereby the 
m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  agreed in p r in c ip le  th a t  the ca thedra l should
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be preserved and th a t  they should help w ith  i t s  maintenance. However the 
act a lso added the prov iso  th a t  ne i th e r  ' thay nor t h a i r  successouris be 
nawyis a s t r i c t i t  bund nor o b l i s t  to  wphald the samyne' and th a t  they 
gave t h e i r  assistance 'o f  t h a i r  f re  motive w i l l ,  wncoactit  or a s t r i c t i t  
be ony law, cannon or c i v i l e ,  act o f  parliam ent or s ta tu te  o f  
c o u n s e l l . '  7^  The a d m in is t ra t io n 's  caution  was understandable in view o f 
the heavy cost o f  ca r ing  fo r  such a la rge  b u i ld in g .  Nonetheless th is  
act would appear to  have led to  another s te n t ,  fo r  although no s ta tu te  
a u th o r is in g  a levy was recorded, W il l iam  Symmer (a former t re a su re r)  
was prosecuted on 24 August 1583 fo r  having slandered 'thee honest men 
th a t  was appoyn t it  be the b a i l l i e s  to s ten t  the towne. ' 76
While the b a i l i e s  and counc il were re lu c ta n t  to  commit monies
towards the maintenance o f  the c a th e d ra l 's  fa b r ic ,  e i th e r  from the
common good77 or by means o f  s ten ts ,  the k i r k  session n a tu ra l ly  took
a con tra ry  view. I t  was th a t  body, in combination w ith  the c o l leg e ,
which had in i t i a t e d  the neg o t ia t ion s  regard ing the high k i r k  in
December 1581 and i t  attempted to  do so again f iv e  years la te r .  On
20 October 1586 the session 'cons ide r ing  t h a i r  dewtie to  be c a r r f u l l
son to-- see the rownis o f  the k i r k  r e p a r i t '  asked fo r  a meeting w ith  the
m agis tra tes  and coun c il  ' t o  the e f fe c t  th a i  mai f in d  out from gud
overtu re  howe the sa id k i r k  may be r e p a r i t ' ,  but t h is  p e t i t io n  f e l l  on 
78deaf ears. I t  would appear from the s u rv iv in g  burgh records th a t
fu r th e r  major works were not undertaken u n t i l  May 1589 when the
m agis tra tes and counc il agreed to c o n tr ib u te  600 merks (£400) to  the
t o t a l  cost o f  1,500 merks (£1,000) requ ired  to re p a ir  the c h o ir ,  on the
express understanding th a t  the balance would be made up from the
79'p e rro ch in  w ithou t burgh and personage.' This act fu r th e r  exp la ins
the re luc tance  o f  the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  to  bear a l l  the costs o f  the
maintenance o f  the ca thed ra l,  fo r  i t  served as the pa r ish  church both
fo r  the burgh and those a d jo in in g  r u ra l  areas which in the 1590s
became the Barony par ish  and the indwelle rs  o f  the burgh c le a r ly  d id
80not wish to  subsid ise th e i r  r u ra l  neighbours.
However the burgh a d m in is tra t io n  was l e f t  in  a quandary as to  how 
to ra ise  the funds promised on th is  occasion. The agreement o f  May 
1589 appears to  have resu lted  from discuss ions between the b a i l i e s  and,
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presumably, the k i r k  session (o f  which they were members) . 81 I t  was 
r a t i f i e d  in Ju ly ,  but in the fo l lo w in g  month the m agis tra tes and counc il 
met to  consider how to pay the burgh 's c o n t r ib u t io n .  Their conclusion 
was th a t  i t  'can nocht be in s ta n t l ie  haid be thame' ( th a t  is  to say, 
through the common good) 'vn les  i t  be bo rrow it  f ra  sum p a r t ic u la r  
fo r  p r o f f e i t t  . . .  a lwayis nocht p re te rm it tand  na d i l ig e n c e  fo r  
c o l le c t in g  the con trabutioun may be haid fo r  p e r fy t in g  o f  the sa id
89w ork . ' This wording s t ro n g ly  suggests th a t  the m agis tra tes and counc il 
f e l t  th a t  r a is in g  a s te n t  would meet w ith  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and th a t  the 
a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  the monies could only be guaranteed i f  recourse was had 
to  a moneylender.
The heavy demands placed on the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  by i t s  
t a c i t l y  admitted o b l ig a t io n  towards the maintenance o f  the ca thedra l 
under l ined  not only the t o t a l  inadequacy o f  the common good, but a lso 
the general f in a n c ia l  c o n s tra in ts  w i th in  which the m agis tra tes and 
c o u n c il  operated. They could levy s ten ts  but only occas iona lly  because 
o f  the burgesses' unw il l ingness  to bear taxa t ions  a d d it io n a l  to  those 
exacted on the a u th o r i ty  o f  the crown or the Convention o f  Royal 
Burghs* I f  some o f  the e a r l i e r  enactments which have been discussed 
( fo r  example those which attempted to  reduce the number o f  burgesses 
admitted g r a t is )  in d ica te  th a t  the w i l l  o f  the burgh le g is la tu re  was not 
always c a r r ie d  in to  e f fe c t ,  the m agis tra tes and counc il 's  approach to 
s te n t in g  demonstrates th a t  the a d m in is t ra t io n  was l im i te d  by the 
op tions  open to i t  and th a t ,  fo r  a l l  i t s  o l ig a rc h ic  q u a l i t i e s ,  burgh
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government had to  be s e n s i t iv e  to  the wishes o f  the burgess community.
Far less contentious were the items o f  le g is la t io n  concerned w ith  
trade and commerce and, in p a r t ic u la r ,  the re g u la t io n  o f  the burgh 's  
market f o r ,  even i f  these acts d id  not appeal to  c e r ta in  in d iv id u a ls  
( f o r  example fo re s ta l le r s  and unfree t ra d e rs ) ,  they undoubtedly 
r e f le c te d  the w i l l  o f  the burgess community. S ta tu tes  r e la t in g  to  
marketing and cognate matters form the t h i r d  and la rg e s t  group o f  
enactments to  be considered.
The market was c e n t ra l  to  the concept o f  the burgh. Thus the 
foundation cha r te r  o f  1175 x 1178 had empowered the bishops o f  Glasgow 
to  hold a market in t h e i r  new burgh every Thursday, and th is  had been
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fo llowed by a cha r te r  o f  1189 x 1198 g ran t ing  the p r iv i le g e  o f  an 
annual f a i r  o f  e ig h t  days du ra t ion  from the octaves o f  the feasts  o f  
Sa in ts  Peter and Paul, f a l l i n g  a t the beginning o f  J u ly . 84 As the burgh 
grew, more generous p rov is ions  fo r  t ra d in g  became des ira b le .  By the 
1630s the market was held each Monday, Wednesday and Friday 'o r  any other 
three days weekly' and three new annual f a i r s  had been added, one in 
e a r ly  January, one on Holy Thursday and one on Whit Monday. 85 In  a l l  
p r o b a b i l i t y  some o f  these arrangements were in  fo rce  in  the 1570s and 1580s.86
While the f a i r s  a t t ra c te d  t raders  from neighbouring burghs and 
thereby s t im u la ted  the lo c a l  economy, the market was fundamental as i t  
was through i t  th a t  the townspeople obtained t h e i r  basic e s s e n t ia l  
fo o d s tu f fs .  Regular markets were des irab le  not only because o f  the 
demands o f  a growing popu la tion  but also because o f  the d i f f i c u l t y  o f  
ensuring a steady supply o f  fresh produce. Thus during the f i f t e e n th  
century Parliament had issued le g is la t io n  a u th o r is in g  the sa le o f
o*7
fo o d s tu f fs  on any days inc lud ing  the market days proper, and t h is
probably exp la ins  the existence o f  Sunday t ra d in g .  As the ea r ly
records o f  Glasgow have la rg e ly  disappeared i t  is  not known e xac t ly
how fa-r t h is  a c t i v i t y  was a c tu a l ly  countenanced p r io r  to  the
Reformation or in the years leading up to  the main period under
c ons ide ra t ion ;  however i t  is  c le a r  th a t  in the 1570s the burgh began
to adopt a s t r i c t e r  a t t i tu d e  towards th is  p ra c t ic e ,  no doubt
in fluenced by the stand being taken by the k i r k  aga inst breaches o f
Sabbath observance. On 21 August 1574 a s ta tu te  was passed
o rda in in g  th a t  each Sunday before noon a b a i l i e  and an o f f i c e r  were to
'pas throuch the toun to  v ise  ta ve rn is  and f lesche mercat and inca is
ony f lesche  be fund se l land  e f t i r  nyne houris  the samyn to  be e s c h e t i t
88and d is p o n i t  to  the p u re . '  Thus the sa le o f  meat p r io r  to  9 a.m. on 
Sundays was perm iss ib le  a t t h is  time, but t h is  was to  change. Each 
year the annual s ta tu te s  included a p ro v is io n  aga inst blasphemers 
(whereby the o f f i c e r s  were in s tru c te d  ' t o  pas throw the towne d a y l ie  and
tak t r y a l l  and puneiss the samyn conforme to  the act is  o f  
p a r l ia m e n t ' ) 89 and in 1577 th is  act was extended to  include a p ro v is io n  
aga ins t a l l  Sunday markets . 90 S ig n i f i c a n t ly  i t  had been ordained three 
months p rev io us ly  th a t  because the commencement o f  the f a i r  was going 
to  f a l l  on a Sunday, 'vpone the q u h i lk  na mercatt aucht to  be k e i p i t ' ,
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i t  should not open on th a t  day . 91
However the acts r e la t in g  to Sunday t ra d in g  were not the only 
s ta tu te s  which betrayed the in f luence  o f  the k i r k .  S im i la r  in content 
was an enactment o f  March 1576 which p ro h ib ite d  salmon f is h in g  on 
Sundays, though i t  c a r r ie d  the important p rov iso  th a t  t h is  order was 
only to  be observed i f  ' the  h a i l l  cobles on the w a tte r  o f  Clyde, 
burcht and land, do the lyke and keip the samyn and e ls  non .' 9^
November 1577 saw the re - issue  o f  an e a r l ie r  s ta tu te  o f  November 1573 
'anent the ke ip ing  o f  Sondaye' which was to  be published a t the Cross 
and kept dur ing the w i l l  o f  the provost, b a i l ie s  and c o u n c i l . 93 This 
was probably a general act regarding Sabbath observance but as the minute 
is  no more s p e c i f ic  and the e a r l i e r  act does not su rv ive  i t  is  
impossible to  be c e r ta in  o f  i t s  content. However a c le a r  example o f  
l i a i s o n  between the coun c il  and the k i r k  in c e r ta in  economic matters 
is  a f fo rded  by an enactment included in the annual s ta tu te s  o f  1574 
whereby the b a i l i e s ,  coun c il  and deacons consented to  'ane s ta tu te  to  
be maid be the m in is te r  and k i r k  fo r  the downeputting and d ischargeing 
o f  ryo tus  bancatyng a t b r y d a l l i s ,  bapt.isyng o f  barnes or v p s i t t in g ,  as
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t h a i r  s a i l  devise th a i ra n e n t . '  L e g is la t io n  o f  t h is  s o r t ,  which might 
i n i t i a l l y  seem to  confirm  the view th a t  the e a r ly  k i r k  was a body which 
was determined to  prevent people en joy ing themselves, was in fa c t  
prompted by very ser ious economic cons ide ra t ions . A poor harvest could 
q u ic k ly  produce famine in an a g r ic u l t u r a l  economy such as th a t  o f  
s ix te e n th  century Scotland and th is  ever present th re a t  exp la ins  the 
passage o f  such sumptuary acts a t the lo c a l and the n a t io n a l le v e l .  
Parliament had le g is la te d  aga inst extravagant banquets in 1551 'an en t is  
the eschewing o fd e a r th 195 and a s im i la r  act was issued in 1581.96 This 
seems to  have prompted the Glasgow a u th o r i t ie s  to  order in October 1583 
th a t  ' t h a i r  be na de rra r  b r y d a l l i s  nor [b la n k ] '  on pain o f  a f in e  o f  8s 
to  be paid by anyone who 'pass is  to  ony de rra r  b r y d a l l i s . '  97 One month 
la t e r  the Glasgow k i r k  session decreed th a t  ' t h a i r  be na superf luous 
banket a ther in making o f  mariage or bap tise ing  o f  barnes and g i f  t h a i r  
be persounes c a l le d ,  the nomber to  be few, the pryce o f  payment fo r  
t h a i r  dennar x v i i i d  . . .  and quhosoevir is  to  be mareid in tymes cuming 
to  f in d  s o v e r t ie  to  th a t  e f f e c t . ' 98
Thus, ju s t  as the burgh court  and the k i r k  session co-operated in
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the prosecu tion  o f  those in d iv id u a ls  accused o f  c e r ta in  offences which
were deemed to  be con traven tions o f  the law o f  the land and o f  the
99in ju n c t io n s  o f  the church, in c e r ta in  aspects o f  the general 
a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh the same dual approach was a lso to be found. 
Both the town coun c il  and the session produced le g is la t io n  o f  a quasi-  
economic cum q u a s i- re l ig io u s  na tu re . 100 L ikewise those who worked or 
traded on Sundays or who indulged in over extravagant consumption could 
f in d  themselves, l i k e  oath breakers and s landerers , pursued by both
ini
the c i v i l  and the church a u th o r i t ie s .  One la s t  p o in t  may be made.
Although in matters such as the c o n t ro l  o f  'ryo tous  bancatyng' the
town co u n c i l  found i t s e l f  a use fu l a l l y  in the k i r k  session and
although (as argued in the la s t  chap te r ) 102 the session was u l t im a te ly
dependent on the c i v i l  a u th o r i ty  fo r  the execution o f  i t s  in ju n c t io n s ,
there is  a s trong impression th a t  the main impetus behind those measures
which were passed by the town counc il regard ing Sunday observance was
the k i r k .  The coun c il  was being c a l le d  upon to  enforce moral idea ls ,
fo r  there was no good economic reason fo r  p ro h ib i t in g  f is h in g  on
Sundays (e s p e c ia l ly  i f  neighbouring areas d id not fo l lo w  s u i t ,  hence the
1 mprov iso  in the s ta tu te  o f  March 1576) and s t i l l  less reason fo r  
banning Sunday markets in view o f  the danger o f  fo o d s tu f fs  becoming 
unsu itab le  fo r  human consumption i f  they were held back from sale 
unnecessari ly .  The spate o f  burgh le g is la t io n  re la t in g  to  the keeping 
o f  the Sabbath issued during 1576 and 1577 suggests th a t  the c i v i l  
a u th o r i ty  was under pressure from the lo c a l  k i r k  and i t  is  s ig n i f i c a n t  
th a t  a t t h is  time the co l lege  rep resen ta t ives  on the session would have 
comprised Andrew M e lv i l le  and h is  assoc ia tes, men who were determined to 
reform the morals o f  s o c ie ty .10^  I t  is  a lso notable th a t  the burgh 's 
s ta tu te  regard ing the prosecu tion o f  blasphemers to  which had been 
added in 1577 the clause p r o h ib i t in g  Sunday markets and which had 
p re v io u s ly  held a medial p o s i t io n  among the s ta tu te s  r e i te ra te d  each 
Michaelmas was from 1578 onwards pos it ioned  a t the head o f  the annual 
s ta tu te s . 105
Returning to  the market i t s e l f ,  i t  w i l l  be re c a l le d  th a t  the act
o f  21 August 1574 regard ing the Sunday inspections by the b a i l i e s  and
1Q6o f f i c e r s  r e f e r r e d  spec i f i c a l l y  to  the f le s h  market. This im plies tha t  
there was more than one market, as indeed was the case. The s ta tu te s
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passed during th is  per iod re fe r  to  the exis tence o f  the f le sh  market and 
a lso a land market where unfree f le she rs  from the country were perm itted  
to  present t h e i r  meat fo r  sa le . 107 They also mention a meal market ; 108 
a corn m arket ;109 markets fo r  b u t te r ,  cheese and Darley ; 110 a f is h  
market; 111 the market fo r  grass, straw and hay; 112 and a lso stalls fo r  
wool and l in e n  11^  and ' k a i l l ,  f r u i t  and unzeones . 1 11Zt Evidence elsewhere 
in d ica tes  the exis tence o f  a horse market, a s a l t  market and a seed
■1 1 c
market. ' I n i t i a l l y  terms such as meal market or f is h  market probably 
meant no more than the place where or the time a t which meal or f is h  
was so ld  a t the one market p lace. Frequent references occur to  ' the  
mercate s te d 1, or market p lace, which was in and around the Cross, now 
Glasgow Cross, a t the ju n c t io n  o f  High S tre e t ,  Trongate, Saltmarket and 
the Gallowgate. 116 The s ta tu te s  which re fe rre d  to  the crames or s t a l l s  
fo r  c lo th e s ,  vegetables and f r u i t  dea lt  w ith  t h e i r  p o s i t io n  r e la t iv e  to 
the Cross. Wool crames were to  be above the Cross and l in e n  crames 
'bene th t the c ro c e ',  the only exemption being allowed to those who had 
t h e i r  own booths (o r shops) : ' fremen th a t  hesbuyth is  . . .  may stand 
fo i rn e n t  t h a i r  b u i th is  t h a i r  awin g e i r . ' 117 S im i la r ly  the f r u i t  and 
vegetable s t a l l s  were to  stand between ' the  cors g u t te r  and the 
g ib b e t '  and each crame was to be no more than one e l l  broad and one 
e l l  lo n g . 118
As w i l l  be demonstrated in the next chapter the la d le  dues accruing
to the common purse rose sharp ly in the la te  1570s, in d ic a t in g  a
f lo u r is h in g  market. 119 R is ing demand s tra in e d  the accommodation
provided fo r  the var ious markets and the process was begun o f
d ispe rs ing  them about the c i t y .  In te rn a l  evidence in a s ta tu te
passed in September 1575 ind ica tes  th a t  the sa le o f  h e rr in g  was then
conducted a t the b r id g e . 120 The annual s ta tu te s  o f  1577 saw a p rov is ion
o rde r ing  th a t  the grass, straw and hay market 'be in the New K irk  yarde
in tyme cuming' and no one was to  'p resen t the samyn to ane wther place
191bot t h a i r  vn d ir  the pane o f  aucht s c h i l l i n g i s  i l k  f a i t . '  Although 
repeated in each subsequent year t h is  act can not have been 
immediately implemented fo r  on 19 August 1582 the b a i l i e s  and counc il 
passed a s ta tu te  r a t i f y i n g  and approving 'th e  act and c o n s t i tu t io u n  
made anent the gers mercat' and o rda in ing  th a t  i t  'be t r a n s p o r t i t  to  the 
new K irk  yarde besyde the b e l l  hows.' The same s ta tu te  also
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s t ip u la te d  th a t  the f is h  and he rr ing  market was now ' t o  be h a ld in  and 
k e ip i t  a t the f ische  corse a t the Weste P o r te ' ,  a t the western 
ex tre m ity  o f  Trongate. 122
Although ou tw ith  the main period under d iscuss ion , fu r th e r
d is p e rs a l o f  the markets took place in the la te  s ix teen th  and e a r ly
seventeenth cen tu r ie s .  In 1587 the ' fremen and v th e r is  in d u e l la r is '
o f  th a t  area o f  Glasgow north o f  G re y fr ia rs  Wynd p e t i t io n e d
Parliament th a t  the d i s t r i c t  had declined since the departure o f  the
c le rg y .  The p e t i t io n e rs  argued however th a t  some help could be given
i f  t ra d in g  was d irec ted  in to  the area, p o in t in g  out the ' g r i t e
confusioun and m u lt itude  o f  m erca tt is  tog idder in ane place about the
c ro c e '.  Parliament responded by e s ta b l is h in g  a commission headed by
Robert Lord Boyd and Walter p r io r  o f  B lan tyre  to  in ve s t ig a te  the
p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  moving e i th e r  the s a l t  market (then a t the Over Port)  or
123the ba r ley  and malt market to  the Wyndhead. The re s u l t  was th a t  the 
s a l t  market was moved to the north o f  the burgh but by 1594 th is  had 
proved inconvenient 'be reasone the same wes fa r  d is ta n t  f ra  the b r ig  
and w a tte r  o f  the said c i t i e  quhair the s a l t  is  maist u s i t  and pat the 
merchandis and f is c h e r is  quha bocht the same to g r e i t  expenses o f  
c a r ia g e ' .  Accord ingly a second act o f  Parliament returned the s a l t  
market to  i t s  former lo c a t io n  but moved the bar ley  and malt market to
1 *?Athe Wyndhead. What is  perhaps most notable in a l l  t h is  is th a t ,
w h ile  the moves o f  the 1570s were e f fe c ted  by s ta tu te  o f  the burgh, in
1587 the people o f  the G re y fr ia rs  and northern d i s t r i c t s  had sought
the help o f  Parliament. No counc il or court minutes su rv ive  fo r  1587
but undoubtedly there had been a serious d ispu te , h in ted  at in the
preamble o f  the act o f  Parliament o f  th a t  year which commented th a t  a
remedy could be found ' g i f  the commoun w e i l l  o f  the sa id  c i t i e  wer
r e s p e c t i t  and ane e q u a l i ty  v s i t  be the m a g is t ra t is  and v th e r is  to
125quhome s ic  th in g is  p ro p e r l ie  a p p e r te n is . '
In 1630 there is  evidence th a t  the meal market had by then moved 
to  the v i c i n i t y  o f  the B la c k f r ia rs  k i r k . 126 In 1634 (again to  prevent 
the decay o f  an area, t h is  time north o f  the Wyndhead) the provost, 
b a i l i e s  and counc il  ordained th a t  ' i t  is  necessar and expedient th a t  the 
m ercatis  sould be d i s p e r s i t ' ,  (thus echoing a comment in the 1594 act
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o f  Parliament tha t  ' the  h a i l l  m erca tt is  aught not to  be p la c i t  a t ane 
p a r t  o f  the sa id c i t i e  but su ld be s e t t  a t dyuers p a r t is  t h e r e o f ' ) .  To 
meet t h is  requirement the horse market, p rev ious ly  held near the 
c o l le g e ,  was to  move to the area o f  the K irk  P ort,  Stablegreen Port,  
Drygate Head, Wyndhead and Rottenrow. The area vacated by the horse 
market was to  be used by the corn, l i n t  seed and hemp seed markets, 
together w ith  the s a l t  market which now moved north  again. 121?
The regeneration o f  decayed areas o f  the burgh was obv ious ly  a 
concern o f  the magistrates and counc il who here appear to  have acted as 
respons ib le  town plannners in a manner rem in iscent o f  the more recent 
renewal programmes conducted in the east end o f  the c i t y .  The 
r e d is t r ib u t io n  o f  the markets in th is  e a r l ie r  period was c e r ta in ly  
occasioned by congestion o f  the t r a d i t io n a l  t ra d in g  areas but there was 
a f in a n c ia l  motive a lso, admitted in the enactments o f  1594 and 1634, 
fo r  decayed houses were a d ra in  on resources which produced 'na
198competent m a i l l '  and thereby deprived the common good, and o the rs , o f  
income.
Apart from re g u la t in g  the days fo r  marketing and the lo ca t ions  
where commerce was to take place, the s ta tu te s  a lso included 
s t ip u la t io n s  as to the hours o f  t ra d in g .  One o f  the s ta tu te s  enacted 
every Michaelmas spe c i f ie d  tha t corn was not to 'remane in the mercate 
q u h i l l  x h o u r is ' ; 129 in September 1575 i t  was ordered th a t  no s a l t  was 
to  be so ld  u n t i l  9 a.m. wh ile  an act o f  the same date re fe rre d  to the 
enforcement o f  ' the  houre o f  s e l l in g  h e r in g ' ,  a lthough w ithou t 
s p e c i fy in g  what tha t  hour was;130 an annual s ta tu te  introduced in
131October 1575 sp e c i f ie d  tha t  no meal was to  be so ld u n t i l  10 a.m.;
in October 1578 out o f  town f leshe rs  were ordered to present t h e i r
meat by 10 a.m. ; 132 in A p r i l  1580 i t  was ordained th a t  salmon were
to  be presented fo r  sale a f te r  noon; 133 and in October o f  the same
134year i t  was again forb idden to s e l l  s a l t  before 9 a.m. The 
reasoning behind these s t r i c tu r e s  was simple : people had to know when 
produce was going to  be a va i la b le  fo r  sale and in an age when 
s c a r c i t ie s  were not unknown there was a very re a l danger i f  such 
re g u la t io n s  were not enforced. Thus, in the penult im ate example above 
i t  was s ta ted  tha t  the reason fo r  i t s  passage was 'becaus th a i  ar
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g r e i t  enormite done be s ind ry  p a r t i c u la r is  in bying o f  fresche salmont 
in g r e i t  to  s a l t  sua tha t  the towne can nocht get ony in small is to  serve 
thame'; s im i la r ly ,  the act on s a l t  o f  October 1580 was issued ' t h a t  
the town and f is c h e r is  maye be s e r u i t . ' 136
Furthermore, by e s ta b l is h in g  hours o f  t ra d in g ,  i t  was eas ier to 
enforce those parts  o f  the marketing s ta tu te s  which dea lt  w ith  
f o r e s ta l l i n g  (the purchase o f  goods p r io r  to them reaching a market w ith  
a view to  hoarding them in expectation o f  s c a r c i t y ) ,  engrossing (buying 
in bu lk  a t the market i t s e l f ,  w ith  the same purpose) and re g ra t in g  
(buying o f  goods w ith  a view to s e l l in g  them elsewhere, again fo r  an 
excessive p r o f i t ) . 137 During th is  period t rad ing  was conducted 
according to  c e r ta in  e th ic a l  idea ls , designed in pa r t  a t  le as t  fo r  the 
p u b l ic  good. Such specu la t ive  p rac t ices  as described above, though 
acceptable nowadays, were at t h is  time s t r i c t l y  forb idden fo r  they might 
lead not on ly to high p r o f i t s  but a lso , and more s e r io u s ly ,  to 
shortages . 138
The annual s ta tu te s  were p a r t i c u la r ly  concerned w ith  the prevention 
o f  these and re la ted  p ra c t ice s .  No ta l lo w  was to be so ld to  'ou t o f  
town' men, 139 though presumably t h is  in ju n c t io n  was to  be adhered to 
more s t r i c t l y  during w in te r ,  since another s ta tu te  merely forbade the 
s e l l i n g  o f  ta l lo w  in great qua n t i ty  ' t o  pas o f  the toun q u h i l l  
Faustren is  e w in ' , ( th a t  is ,  before Lent), This l a t t e r  act forbad 
f le sh e rs  from buying ta l lo w  or meat to s e l l  again and s t ip u la te d  tha t  
both f le she rs  and f is h e rs  were to  present a l l  t h e i r  produce ' t h a t  th a i  
b r ing  to  the towne a l l  at anis to the mercat vnder the pane o f  
eschetyng o f  samekle as beis fund hid in houssis. ,14° Another annual 
s ta tu te  ordered th a t  a l l  hides and sk ins were to  be presented to  the 
market 'w i th  ta l lo n e  nocht t a r la d e r i t  . . .  w i th t  the bou ik is  to g id d e r . ' 
Although the re s t  o f  t h is  act was more concerned w ith  the c o n d it io n  such 
a r t i c le s  had to be in to a llow  them to be so ld , t h is  clause, and 
indeed the whole s ta tu te ,  can be seen as an attempt to  ensure tha t  
whole carcasses were presented fo r  sale and th a t  n e i th e r  the ta l lo w  nor 
p a r ts  o f  the skins were sold elsewhere. 141 Here the penalty  re fe rre d  
not on ly to  escheating but a lso , in la te r  vers ions o f  the s ta tu te ,  to  
the goods being given to  the poor.14^  Tallow, used as food and fu e l ,
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was obv ious ly  important and a th i r d  annual s ta tu te  was concerned 
p a r t i c u la r l y  w ith  t h is  product. This was the annual enactment on i t s  
p r ic e ,  which also included the p rov is ion  each year th a t  no merchants or 
f le she rs  were to buy ta l lo w  or hides ' [ i n ]  p re iud ice  o f  the towne', 
presumably another attempt to prevent engrossing and re g ra t in g .143
Not only the buying and s e l l in g  o f  meat and hides were c o n t ro l le d  in  
t h is  way. Each year an act was issued th a t  a l l  buyers o f  hay, straw 
and corn must 'have s ta b i l ly n g ' :  tha t  is to say, th a t  they were buying
fo r  t h e i r  own use and not fo r  re s a le . 144 The annual s ta tu te  fo rb idd ing  
maltmen buying bar ley  in the market to send 'th e  malt t h a i r o f  to  wther 
p la ce is  downe the Watter o f  Clyde' was a c le a r  enactment aga inst 
re g ra t in g .  Instead such malt was to be presented to the market . 145
In 1575 an annual s ta tu te  was in troduced governing procedures fo r  
the sa le  o f  meal, which expressly s ta ted  th a t  'nane f o i r s t a l l  the mercatt 
in bying o f  mele cumand to the mercatt to s e l l  and top agane . . .  and 
th a t  t h a i r  be na mele h id  in houssis bot a l l  p re s e n t i t  to  the mercatt 
sted nor sauld o u tw ith t  the samyn.' 146 F in a l ly ,  the year ly  s ta tu te  
on the p r ic e  o f  bread was augmented in 1578 w ith  a p ro v is io n  ' t h a t  
na manqr* o f  persoun by quheit b re id  brocht to the toun to s e l l  
agane.' 147
F o re s ta l l in g ,  engrossing and re g ra t in g  were n a t io n a l problems and
1 Ziflthe sub jec t o f  various acts o f  Parliament, as the a u th o r i t ie s  s trove 
to  c o n t ro l  t rad ing  and commerce, and trade rs  sought to  evade these 
r e s t r i c t io n s .  The inc lus ion  o f  p rov is ions  aga inst these p rac t ices  
in the burgh 's  s ta tu te s  t e s t i f i e s  to the s t ra in s  im p l ic i t  in a 
c o n t ro l le d  market economy and fu r th e r  evidence o f  these tensions is 
a ffo rded  by the many in fr ingements de a lt  w ith  by the burgh cou r t ;  these
1 Zl9s h a l l  be discussed la te r .
F o re s ta l l in g  and the l i k e  were not the only p ra c t ice s  from which 
the consumer had to be p ro tec ted . Regulations regard ing the q u a l i ty  o f  
fo o d s tu f fs  and o ther products were equa lly  necessary, and these were 
a lso  mostly found among the annual s ta tu te s .  Ale was to be 'k in g is  
a i l l  and werraye gu id ' and from 1577 onwards i t  was added th a t  a l l  
brewers were to  'mak th a i r  a i l l  patent to  the t a i s t a r i s  sa o f t  as th a i
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1 RHcum t h a i r t o . '  The appointment o f  a le  ta s te rs  was included in the 
annual s ta tu te s  in 1574, 1577 and 1581. 151 D iv ided by d i s t r i c t ,  the
appointees were named save in the la s t  instance; a lso , to judge by the
above reference to the ' t a i s t a r i s ' ,  the men appointed in 1574 may have 
remained in o f f i c e  u n t i l  1577 and so fo r th .  The ir rem it ordered them
to ' t a i s t  the a i l l  brewin w i th in  the boundis l im i t a t  to  thame to  se g i f
the samyn be s u f f i c ie n t  accordyng to the p r ic e  ta x t  tha irupon and quha 
brewis th a t  ar vn fre  and to reporte  the samyn owklie to  the b a i l l i e s . ' 152
S t r i c t  re g u la t io n s  were enforced regard ing bread, a basic commodity. 
A l l  bread was to be 'gu id  and s u f f i c ie n t  s t u f f  w e i l l  bak in ' and fo r  
eas ie r  c o n t ro l  each bax te r, or baker, was to  use 'ane prent on th a i r  
b re id  sua th a t  the samyn maye be knaw in '. Furthermore, each year i t  was 
enacted th a t  the deacon o f  the baxters should examine the bread 
produced by h is  craftsmen, p a r t i c u la r ly  i t s  weight and p r ice ;  i f  the 
deacon fa i le d  to  'exerce th is  s ta tu te  s c h e rp l ie '  he was to  be 'pu ne is t  
be the b a i l l i e s  and counsale as repugnant to the commoun w e a l th t ' . 155
Another basic fo o d s tu f f  was meat and each year i t  was s t ip u la te d  
th a t  ' t h a i r  be na blawin muttoun nor breding o f  f le s c h e ' . 154 The former 
re fe r re d  to  the p ra c t ic e  o f  over-feed ing  l iv e s to c k  p r io r  to  sa le in 
order to  ob ta in  a h igher p r ic e  fo r  the b loated animals. 155 The la t t e r  
in ju n c t io n  is  less c le a r  but what was probably being condemned was the 
p ra c t ic e  o f  bleeding the animals and thereby weakening them p r io r  to 
sale, unbeknown to the prospective  purchasers . 156 Another annual s ta tu te  
la id  down s p e c i f ic  in s t ru c t io n s  as to  how carcasses, sk ins and hides were 
to be presented to  market. No mutton was to be ' s c o i r i t  on the bak nor 
na p a i r t  t h a i r o f  nor y i t  l a t t i n  doun before bot ane s c o ir  owder b e fo i r  
or behynd'. This probably re la te d  to  sheepskins and th is  s ta tu te  in i t s  
rev ised vers ion  o f  1582 went on to  s t ip u la te  th a t  a l l  'hydes and 
skynnis be h a i l l  not t a i r l e d d i r i t  nor d im in is i t  and the scheip skines be 
not d im in is i t  nowther b e fo i r  nor behinde nor na parte  t h e re o f ' .  No 
carcasses ( 'm a r te s ')  were to  have the shoulders removed ( 'b o w b re d it ' )  
p r io r  to  p resen ta t ion  to  market and no ta l lo w  was to be removed from 
hides and sk ins . These were to  be presented in ta c t  together w ith  the
157carcasses to  the market.
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Candles were to  be 'sm a ll w ic k e i t  and w e i l l  t a l l o w n i t ' 158 and from 
1577 onwards i t  was ordered th a t  ' the  cand ilmakaris  s a i l  s e l l  to 
person is as desyr is  in pund or h a l f  pund vech t is  or wtherwyse be 
wechts'.159 Presumably the candlemakers p re fe rred  to s e l l  in bu lk and 
in 1582 the above in ju n c t io n  was extended so th a t  they were ' t o  s e l l  
pennie and twa pennie c a n d i l l '  i f  asked to do so. 160 The annual s ta tu te  
regard ing the s e l l i n g  o f  meal, f i r s t  issued in 1575,161 s t ip u la te d  th a t  
' i l k  s e l la re  and awner o f  the mele [ s h a l l ]  mett the samyn thame s e l f i s  
according to  the auld s ta tu te s '  wh ile  in 1580 another annual s ta tu te  
was in t ro d u c e d , th is  time o rdering  s e l le r s  o f  b u t te r  and cheese to weigh 
t h e i r  produce 'w i th  trone wechtis and th a t  the wechtis be m ark it  w ith  the 
townes mark and th a t  nane be sauld in g r e i t  or small but the samyn 
merk' .162
Apart from these references in the annual s ta tu te s ,  the sub jec t o f  
weights and measures arose from time to time in the o ther ac ts . They 
were a major concern o f  the a u th o r i t ie s  fo r  two reasons. F i r s t l y ,  
w ithou t a standard system marketing would have been reduced to chaos. 
Secondly, as the burgh obtained income from customs le v ied  in k ind , i t  
is  n o t .s u rp r is in g  to  f in d  the m agis tra tes and coun c il  tak ing  an in te re s t  
in how such customs were measured. As an example o f  the former, an act o f  
March 1574 showed the exten t o f  the burgh 's  j u r i s d i c t i o n  .in t h is  sphere 
as i t  ordered the barony men to b r ing  fo r  inspection  t h e i r  ' f u r l o t i s  and 
mesouris to  be j u s t i t  and s e l i t . '  163 Presumably, s ince the barony 
formed the economic h in te r la n d  o f  the burgh i t  was e s s e n t ia l  th a t  both 
should use the same measures.
The two elements mentioned above can be seen working in tandem 
throughout the o ther extan t s ta tu te s  on weights and measures. In the 
e a r ly  1580s a se r ies  o f  acts was passed w ith  the in te n t io n  o f  
s tanda rd is ing  measures. S ig n i f i c a n t ly ,  the f i r s t  o f  these was sanctioned 
by the b a i l i e s ,  counc il 'and h a i l l  dekynn is ',  an in d ic a t io n  o f  the 
importance o f  t h is  to p ic  to  the burgh community. Thus, in February 
1581 these men agreed th a t  Glasgow should adopt ' the  mesour o f  s to ip is  
according to  the jug mett as is  in wther tow n is ' and ordered th a t  the 
townsfo lk  were to  b r ing  t h e i r  measures to  be a l te re d .  164 Later th a t  
year David Ramsay, a p o t te r ,  was entered burgess g ra t is  ' f o r  making o f  the
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jug  met o f  bras, pynt and chopin vpoun h is  awin expenss i s '.165 Linked 
to the le g is la t io n  o f  February 1581 was another ac t,  passed in Ju ly  
1582, which ordained th a t  a l l  heaped measures were to  be withdrawn and 
replaced by 'the  s t ra ik e  f u r l a t e ' . 166 Embezzlement was obv ious ly  fa r  
eas ie r  w ith  a heaped measure than w ith  a le v e l  one and th is  
le g is la t io n  should have s u f f ic e d ,  but in October o f  th a t  year i t  was 
allowed th a t  a l l  malt bought and sold w i th in  the burgh was to be 
measured w ith  the o ld  'he ip  f u r l a t  as was u s i t  o f  b e fo i r  . . .  and th a t  
the commoun metstar met the malt as he wsit o f  b e f o i r . '  Other 's tu fe '  
was to  be 'met and r e s s a i f i t  be the new s t r a ik  f u r l o t . '  167 The 
exp lana tion  fo r  the exc lus ion  o f  malt from the new re g u la t io n  probably 
l i e s  in the fa c t  th a t  malt was sub jec t to the pe t ty  customs o f  the 
la d le  and the m i l l  168 and the a u th o r i t ie s  no doubt feared th a t  the 
value o f  these t o l l s  (and hence the monies accruing to  the common good) 
might be diminished i f  the le v e l  measure was employed in t h is  instance.
From the consumers' and t ra d e rs ' po in ts  o f  view, the annual f i x in g  
o f  p r ic e s  fo r  c e r ta in  commodities was c ru c ia l ;  nor was th is  separate 
from the question o f  weights and measures since the p r ices  concerned 
were aj.1 ca lcu la ted  in r e la t io n  to  weight or capac ity .  Prices were 
f ix e d  each year a t Michaelmas and the commodities involved were a l l  
e i th e r  basic fo o d s tu f fs  or sources o f  fu e l  : namely a le ,  bread, ta l lo w  
and candles. The ir p r ices  were ca lcu la ted  in terms o f  the p in t  ( fo r  
a le ) ,  the stone ( ta l lo w )  and the pound (cand les ) . 169 The exception was 
bread, the p r ic e  o f  which was a r t i f i c i a l l y  f ixe d  a t 4d but the weight o f  
which was allowed to f lu c tu a te  in response to market fo rces.
P r ice  c o n tro ls  in burghs had been requ ired  by act o f  Parliament 
s ince 1496 (though they would appear to have been employed from a much 
e a r l i e r  date, Parliament merely sanc tion ing  the e x is t in g  p ra c t ic e ) . 170 
The ir  purpose was to  ensure tha t  the p r ices  o f  e ss e n t ia l  products were 
maintained a t a reasonable le v e l ,  but w h ile  t h is  system was o f  
advantage to  the community a t la rge  i t  placed considerable s t ra in  on 
those craftsmen who re ta i le d  in the commodities which were sub jec t to 
assessment and who were ob liged , p a r t i c u la r l y  in times o f  s c a rc i t y ,  to 
bear the d is p a r i t y  between the wholesale open market p r ices  fo r  raw 
m a te r ia ls  (such as g ra in )  and the a r t i f i c i a l  r e t a i l  p r ices  set by town 
counc ils  ( fo r  esse n t ia ls  such as bread). The f r u s t r a t io n  f e l t  by the
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craftsmen r e t a i le r s  occas iona lly  erupted. In 1551 and 1553 the baxters 
and f le sh e rs  o f  Edinburgh r io te d  in p ro te s t  a t  the c o u n c i l 's  p o l ic y  o f  
en fo rc ing  low p r ices  dur ing shortages w h ile  in Dundee a major d ispute  
raged during the 1560s and 1570s between the counc il and the baxters 
dur ing which the baxters threatened to go on s t r i k e . 171
Only one ser ious c r a f t  d is turbance was recorded in Glasgow during 
these years, namely the r i o t  which broke out between the merchants and 
craftsmen a t the wapinschaw held in Ju ly  1583 'concernyng th a i r  ranking 
and p lace ing  tham ese lf is  in tyme o f m u s to u r is . ' 172 One cause o f  t h is  
in c ide n t was probably the c ra ftsm en 's  awareness th a t  t h e i r  coun terparts  
in Edinburgh were then in the process o f  ob ta in ing  a g rea te r measure o f  
rep resen ta t ion  on the coun c il  o f  th a t  burgh. Yet d iscon ten t w ith  the 
c o u n c i l 's  p r ic in g  p o l ic ie s  may w e ll  have played some pa r t  in the events 
o f  Ju ly  1583. Price re gu la t ions  in Glasgow, as elsewhere, must have 
been a constant source o f  f r i c t i o n  since the merchant c o n t ro l le d  
a d m in is t ra t io n  set the p r ic e  le v e ls  w i th in  which those craftsmen who 
r e ta i le d  in a le ,  bread, ta l lo w  and candles had to operate. While these 
craftsmen sought to maximise th e i r  p r o f i t s  or a t the very le a s t  recoup 
t h e i r  ou t lay  on raw m a te r ia ls  the c o u n c i l ' s task was to  ensure 
s u f f i c ie n t  supp lies  o f  fo o d s tu f fs  and o ther e s s e n t ia ls  which would be 
w i th in  the purchasing power o f  the townspeople. I f  the harvest fa i le d  
and the cost o f  raw m a te r ia ls  rose, the coun c il  had to  somehow f u l f i l  
i t s  o b l ig a t io n  to  the burgh 's inhab itan ts  w h ile  avo id ing antagonis ing 
the craftsmen by s e t t in g  p r ices  too low, the more so since these men 
formed the major pa r t  o f  the burgess community and were becoming 
in c rea s ing ly  p o l i t i c i s e d . 173 How then d id  the town coun c il  o f  Glasgow 
cope w ith  t h is  dilemma?
The e a r l ie s t  p r ic e  assessments o f  which d e ta i ls  su rv ive  were those 
issued at Michaelmas 1560. 174 Ale was to  cost 4d per p in t ,  the 2d lo a f  
was to  weigh s ix teen  ounces, ta l lo w  was to r e t a i l  a t 8s per stone and 
candles were to be so ld  fo r  7s per stone. No o ther in fo rm ation  is 
a v a i la b le  u n t i l  the ex tan t coun c il  records begin in 1574, by which time 
the cost o f  these commodities had r ise n  by 50% (a le ) ,  130% (bread),
100% ( ta l lo w )  and 100% (cand les). These increases re f le c te d  the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  the in te rven ing  years, namely poor harvests ( in 1563 
there was a ' g r i t  dearth  approaching to  a fam ine ')  175 and the
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in e v i ta b le  economic d is lo c a t io n  caused by the m i l i t a r y  campaigns o f  1568 
and 1571-1573. How fa r  the r is e  in r e t a i l  p r ices  matched the r is e  in 
the cost o f  raw m a te r ia ls  cannot be determined, but w ith  the 
commencement o f  the act books in 1574 i t  becomes poss ib le  to address th is  
question more c lo s e ly  w ith  respect to the c r i t i c a l  per iod , 1574-1600.
Grain p r ices  were not assessed by the burgh c o u n c il .  However 
in fo rm ation  does surv ive  as to the p r ice  which a b o l l  o f  'b e i r '  or 
ba r ley  fetched on the open market in Glasgow between 1575 and 1580. 176 
As bar ley  was the raw m a te r ia l used in the p repara t ion  o f  a le  i t  is 
poss ib le  to  compare how the cost o f  t h is  g ra in  a ffe c ted  the p r ices  which 
were set fo r  th a t  commodity. The open market value o f  wheat, however, is 
not known and i t  is  thus not poss ib le  to conduct a s im i la r  comparison 
w ith  respect to  bread p r ic e s .  Nonetheless the cost o f  bar ley is  some 
in d ic a t io n  o f  g ra in  p r ices  in general and, as s h a l l  be demonstrated, 
f lu c tu a t io n s  in the p r ic e  o f  bread were sometimes s im i la r  to those 
which a f fe c te d  the cost o f  a le .
In 1575 the cost o f  bar ley  was 56s 8d per b o l l  and the p r ic e  o f
a le  was set a t 7d per p in t ;  a t the same time i t  was decreed th a t  the 4d
lo a f  was to  weigh s ix teen  ounces. R e la t ive  to  the assessed p r ice s  se t
in 1574 these new ra tes  represented an increase in the p r ic e  o f  a le  but
a reduc tion  in the p r ic e  o f  bread. Soon a f te r  the coun c il  had
au thorised these assessments the accounts record th a t  a messenger was
177sent to  S t i r l i n g  'w ithe  ane b i l l  to  see the wecht o f  t h a i r  b r e id . '
The baxters o f  Glasgow had presumably complained th a t  the supply o f  
wheat was not s u f f i c ie n t  to  m erit  such a high weight to  cost r a t i o  and 
s ig n i f i c a n t l y  the p r ic e  o f  bread would not be so low again. Thus, 
a lthough in the fo l lo w in g  year the wholesale cost o f  bar ley  dropped to 
45s per b o l l  and the p r ic e  o f  a le f e l l  to 6d per p in t ,  the weight o f  
the 4d lo a f  was reduced to fourteen ounces, equ iva len t to a p r ice  
increase o f  16%; in fa c t  these ra tes  represented a re tu rn  to the p r ic e  
le v e ls  which had operated in 1574.
However 1577 e v id e n t ly  brought a bad harvest and the cost o f  bar ley 
increased by 69% to 76s 8d per b o l l .  At the Michaelmas assessment the 
p r ic e  o f  a p in t  o f  a le  rose from 6d to  7d, w h ile  the weight o f  the 4d 
lo a f  was reduced from fourteen to  twelve ounces, no doubt in response
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to  e s ca la t ing  wheat p r ic e s .  Almost immediately even these f ig u re s  had 
to  be rev ised by an ex tra o rd ina ry  s ta tu te  issued on 9 November whereby 
the c o u n c i l ,  tak ing  in to  account ' th e  d e r th t  o f  v ic tu a le s ',  ordered tha t  
the p r ic e  o f  a le  be fu r th e r  increased to 8d and th a t  the weight o f  the 
4d lo a f  be reduced to  ten ounces. 178 Thus the 69% r is e  in bar ley  costs 
had led to  a 33% increase in the p r ice  o f  a le ,  and th is  had been m irrored 
by a 38% increase in the p r ic e  o f  bread, f ig u re s  which confirm  a broad 
c o r re la t io n  between the known cost o f  bar ley and the unknown cost o f  
wheat and which also demonstrate the extent to  which the burgh a u th o r i t ie s  
s trove  to  p ro te c t  the burgh’ s inhab itan ts  from the f u l l  e f fe c ts  o f  a 
poor harvest.  Egually  when in 1578 barley costs f e l l  back by 26% ( to  
56s 8d per b o l l )  i t  was poss ib le  fo r  the a u th o r i t ie s  to  pass th is  
b e n e f i t  on to  the consumer, the p r ice  o f  ale dropping by 25% to  6d per 
p in t ;  a t the same time the weight o f  the 4d lo a f  was increased to twelve 
ounces, equ iva len t to  a p r ic e  reduction  o f  17.5%. In the fo l lo w in g  year 
the p r ic e  o f  bar ley  rose s l i g h t l y  but the assessed p r ic e  o f  ale 
remained s ta b le ,  as d id th a t  o f  bread. However in 1580 the cost o f  
ba r ley  increased by 22% and i t  may be suspected th a t  wheat p r ices  
reacted in a s im i la r  way. The c o u n c i l 's  response showed i t s  
de term ination  to  m ainta in reasonable r e t a i l  p r ic e s ,  p a r t i c u la r l y  w ith  
respect to  bread which was the more e s s e n t ia l  o f  the two commodities 
p resen tly  being discussed : a le  increased to 7d per p in t  but the weight 
o f  the 4d lo a f  remained as before, a t twelve ounces. The cost o f  
ba r ley  in Glasgow a f te r  1580 is  not known and d e ta i ls  o f  the 
assessments made by the counc il in 1581 are m issing. By 1582 the 
r e t a i l  charge fo r  a p in t  o f  a le  had again increased to 8d (the 1577 
le v e l ) ,  suggestive o f  r i s in g  bar ley  p r ic e s ,  but i f  wheat also 
appreciated in cost t h is  was not re f le c te d  in the c o u n c i l 's  
assessment which continued to hold the weight o f  the 4d lo a f  a t twelve 
ounces.
The two other commodities which were sub jec t to  p r ic e  regu la t ions  
in Glasgow were ta l lo w  and candles. Tallow was obtained from carcasses. 
Consequently i t s  p r ic e  was a f fe c ted  by the success or otherwise o f  
harvests since in times o f  p len ty  adequate fodder would be a va i la b le  
but in years o f  crop f a i l u r e  w e l l - fa t te n e d  animals would be in short 
supply. Thus the p r ic e  o f  ta l lo w  f lu c tu a te d  during the 1570s in
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response to  the q u a l i ty  o f  the harvest in a manner s im i la r  to a le  and 
bread p r ic e s .  Tallow was basic to the manufacture o f  candles and thus 
the p r ic e  o f  the la t t e r  was governed by the cost o f  t h is  raw m a te r ia l .
I t  is  notable however th a t  whereas i n i t i a l l y  the assessed p r ic e  o f  
ta l lo w  was g rea te r than th a t  o f  candles, t h is  re la t io n s h ip  began to be 
reversed during the 1570s. Tallow had other uses, none le as t  being i t s  
value as a fo o d s tu f f ,  and th is  development suggests tha t  the co u n c i l ,  
faced w ith  dw ind ling  stocks o f  ta l lo w ,  was prepared to a l low  candle 
p r ice s  to  r is e  more s teep ly  so as to preserve the supply o f  ta l lo w  fo r  
o ther purposes. As yet t h is  phenomenon was bare ly  d is c e rn ib le  and the 
p r ice s  o f  both these commodities remained f a i r l y  steady. By 1580 ta l lo w  
was costed a t 18s and candles at 18s 8d per stone. Again the p r ice s  set 
in 1581 are awanting, but ev id e n t ly  there was an improvement in the 
supply o f  ta l lo w  in 1582 fo r  by then i t s  p r ic e  had fa l le n  to 16s per 
stone and candles had been reduced to 16s 4d per stone.
Thus, desp ite  some problems, i t  would appear th a t  between 1574 and
1582 p r ices  in Glasgow remained f a i r l y  steady and the burgh 's
a d m in is t ra t io n  was able to regu la te  r e t a i l  values w ithou t too much
d i f f i c u l t y .  However a f te r  1582 the c o u n c i l 's  p r ic e  c o n t ro l  system came
under increasing pressure as Glasgow, and indeed much o f  Scotland, began
to experience the repercussions o f  a succession o f  bad harvests
aggravated by p e r io d ic  plague epidemics which d is rup ted  lo c a l
commerce. 179 In 1583 p r ices  were set fo r  a le ,  bread and candles. Ale
remained steady a t 8d per p in t  but bread was reduced to eleven ounces
fo r  the 4d lo a f  w h ile  the cost o f  candles increased by 44?o to 23s 4d per
stone. Presumably the cost o f  ta l lo w  had r isen  apprec iab ly , but i t s
assessed p r ic e  was not recorded. In 1584 Glasgow was threatened by
plague and th is  may be why the minutes o f  th a t  year record only the
p r ic e  o f  a le ,  s t i l l  8d per p in t ;  the c le rk  l e f t  blanks fo r  the p r ices
o f  the o ther commodities. The d is ru p t iv e  e f fe c ts  o f  the plague c r i s i s
and the measures taken to combat i t s  th re a t ,  in p a r t ic u la r  the
r e s t r i c t io n s  on the movements o f  l i v e s to c k  and produce and p ro h ib i t io n s
1 finon t ra d in g  w ith  c e r ta in  areas, began to be f e l t .  At Michaelmas 1585 
i t  was decreed by the m agistrates and coun c il  th a t  the p r ices  then in 
fo rce  were to  remain in opera tion fo r  the time being because o f  ' t h i s  
present plage, throw the q u h i lk  the sa id provest b a i l l i e s  and counsell
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can nocht nor may nocht proceid to the making o f  t h a i r  s t a tu t i s  anent 
the pryces o f  a l l  v iv o u r is  w i th in  th is  toun . ' 181 There is a break in 
the minutes a f te r  A p r i l  1586. When they resume in October 1588 there is 
c le a r  evidence th a t  the economic c r i s i s  had worsened. No p r ices  were 
set a t Michaelmas but a minute o f  November 1588 shows tha t  by th a t  time 
the co u n c il  had forsaken the Ad lo a f  fo r  a 6d lo a f  which was to weigh 
twelve ounces, and candles were now costed a t 30s per s tone . 182 The 
f u l l  p ic tu re  emerges from the Michaelmas enactments o f  1589 : a le  was 
p r iced  a t 10d per p in t ;  the 6d lo a f  was to  weight twelve ounces; ta l lo w  
was to be so ld  fo r  30s per stone and the p r ic e  o f  candles had increased 
to 36s per stone. 183 In the period 1582-1589 the p r ices  o f  a le ,  bread, 
ta l lo w  and candles had r ise n  by 25%, 50%, 88% and 120% re s p e c t iv e ly .
There are severa l gaps in the s u rv iv in g  records o f  the 1590s but 
such evidence as there is  shows tha t the c r i s i s  continued. On 11 
October 1595 the m agis tra tes and counc il again reissued the p r ic e  
s ta tu te s  then in force because ' the  h e rv is t  is  nocht e n d it  bot present 
in hand and can nocht be knawin how the p r ice  is  o f  the v i c t u a l l i s  ar sa 
d e i r ,  sua th a t  the p r ic e is  . . .  co n te n i t  in s ta tu te s  can nocht be
1 AZil i q u id a t  reasonab le '. S c a rc i t ie s  encouraged m alpractices and in 
1597 a comprehensive s ta tu te  was issued aga inst f o re s ta l le r s  and 
re g ra te rs ,  w ith  s t r i c t  regu la t ions  regarding the export o f  food from the 
burgh. 185 In November 1599 (as in November 1577) i t  proved necessary to 
rev ise  the ra tes  set a t Michaelmas though on th is  occasion the 
commodities a f fe c ted  were not a le and bread but ta l lo w  and candles 
which rose sharp ly in p r ic e  from 30s and AOs per stone to  AAs and 53s 
Ad per stone re s p e c t iv e ly .186 By 1600 a le  was costed at 1s Ad per p in t ,  
the p r ic e  o f  bread was ca lcu la ted  on the basis o f  an eleven ounce lo a f  
costed a t 8d, ta l lo w  had returned to 30s per stone and candles to AOs 
per stone. 187 In the quarte r  century from 157A to 1600 (using the 
minimum and maximum p r ices  recorded during these years) the cost o f  a le  
had r is e n  by 166% (o r by a fa c to r  o f  2 .6 ) ,  bread by 192% (2 .9 ) ,  ta l lo w  
by 175% (2.75) and candles by 280% (3 .8 ) .
To summarise, i t  is  c le a r  th a t  there was a sharp increase in 
p r ices  in Scotland during the la s t  qua rte r  o f  the s ix teen th  century 
caused by the combined e f fe c ts  o f  poor harvests and outbreaks o f
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plague. I n f l a t i o n  was exacerbated by a succession o f  coinage 
re va lu a t io n s  which had the u l t im a te  e f fe c t  o f  reducing the exchange ra te  
between Scotland and England, p rev ious ly  about £4 Scots to  £1 s t e r l in g  
up to c1560, to  £12 Scots to  £1 s t e r l in g  by 1603.188 These 
phenomena were re f le c te d  in the p r ices  set in Glasgow during th is  
pe r iod . But w ith  respect to these p r ice s ,  d id  they correspond to  the 
e s ca la t in g  costs o f  raw m a te r ia ls ,  in which case i t  could be argued tha t  
the coun c il  was constra ined in i t s  p r ic in g  p o l ic ie s  by an awareness tha t 
lower r e t a i l  p r ices  would probably provoke oppos it ion  from the craftsmen? 
A l te r n a t iv e ly ,  d id  the coun c il  decide th a t  i t s  f i r s t  p r i o r i t y  was to 
ensure reasonable commodity p r ices  i r re s p e c t iv e  o f  the e f fe c t  which such 
a course might have on the re la t io n s h ip  between the a d m in is t ra t io n  and 
the maltmen, baxte rs , f leshe rs  and candlemakers who traded in the 
products which were sub jec t to  p r ice  regu la t ion?
The l a t t e r  would appear to have been the case. I t  has a lready been 
noted th a t  when the cost o f  bar ley  rose in 1377 (and probably a lso 
th a t  o f  wheat, though th is  cannot be v e r i f ie d )  the counc il in Glasgow 
passed s l i g h t l y  less than h a l f  o f  t h is  increase on to  the in hab ita n ts ,  
thereby fo rc in g  the craftsmen to absorb the remainder. 189 However apart 
from the short  period from 1575 to 1580 i t  is  not known p re c is e ly  how 
much bar ley  and wheat fetched on the open market in the Glasgow area. 
Nonetheless some in d ic a t io n s  as to  the increas ing costs o f  these basic 
raw m a te r ia ls  may be obtained by examining p r ices  in other areas o f  the 
coun try . Malt was assessed in the burgh o f  S t i r l i n g  in 1596 at £10 per 
b o l l .  I f  t h is  f ig u re  is  compared w ith  the bar ley  p r ices  opera ting in 
Glasgow in the la te  1570s i t  suggests th a t  t h is  type o f  g ra in  increased 
in p r ic e  by a fa c to r  o f  perhaps as much as 4.4 during the la s t  quarte r 
o f  the s ix te e n th  century . This type o f  c a lc u la t io n  is  o f  course 
suspect on a number o f  counts : the re s u l t  is obtained by combining two 
d is s im i la r  sets o f  data, namely open market p r ices  and assessed p r ice s ,  
and i t  must a lso be remembered th a t  harvest performance var ied  from 
region to  reg ion , being dependent on such fa c to rs  as the weather and 
the q u a l i t y  o f  the land. However S t i r l i n g ,  being only tw e n ty - f iv e  
m iles d is ta n t  from Glasgow, may have enjoyed a s im i la r  lo c a l economy 
and i t  may be added th a t  since assessed p r ice s  would tend to undercut 
open market values ( p a r t i c u la r l y  dur ing times o f  s c a rc i ty )  the ra te  o f
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increase in bar ley  p r ices  in Glasgow may have been even higher than 4 .4  
(344%). However, i f  t h is  f ig u re  is adopted i t  is notable tha t  ale 
p r ice s  in Glasgow during the same period were allowed to r is e  by a 
fa c to r  o f  only 2.6 (166%). An accurate assessment o f  the increase in 
wheat p r ice s  in Glasgow is  impossible, but some idea o f  the l i k e l y  
trend can be obtained from the experience o f  S e lk irk  where, between 
1567 and 1600, the assessed cost o f  t h is  g ra in  rose more than fo u r fo ld .  
Again reg io na l v a r ia t io n s  must be borne in mind, but so too must the 
fa c t  th a t  in Glasgow where the p r ic e  o f  t h is  crop was not regu la ted the 
increase may have been even more pronounced. However i f  a fo u r fo ld  
increase is  accepted as a rough gu ide l ine  i t  is  notable th a t  bread 
p r ice s  in Glasgow rose by a fa c to r  o f  only 2.9 (192%) between 1574 and 
1600. Thus w ith  regard to a le  and bread p r ices  the burgh a d m in is tra t io n  
would appear to  have made a determined e f f o r t  to  sh ie ld  the townspeople 
from the f u l l  e f fe c ts  o f  the r is in g  costs o f  g ra ins , w ith  the
conseguence th a t  the maltmen and the baxters were ob liged to  meet the
d is p a r i t y  between these costs and the r e t a i l  p r ices  which were
190author ised .
I.t cannot be ascerta ined how fa r  the ra tes  set fo r  ta l lo w  compared
w ith  the re a l costs which the f le she rs  had to pay fo r  the carcasses
which provided th is  raw m a te r ia l .  I t  is  c le a r  however th a t  crop
fa i lu r e s  and a conseguentia l lack o f  fodder w ith  which to  fa t te n
l iv e s to c k  produced shortages o f  t h is  product and i t s  cost rose by a
fa c to r  o f  2.75 (o r 175%) between 1574 and 1600. Candles were made
from ta l lo w  and i t  has a lready been noted th a t  in the 1570s the p r ic e  o f
191candles began to overtake the cost o f  ta l lo w .  This trend became more
pronounced during the 1580s and 1590s. I n i t i a l l y  the d i f fe re n c e  was a 
m atter o f  a few pence per stone but by 1600 th is  had r isen  to 10s, w ith  
the r e s u l t  th a t  in the la s t  quarte r  o f  the s ix te e n th  century the cost 
o f  candles increased by a fa c to r  o f  3.8 (280%). Obviously t h is  was the 
r e s u l t  o f  a p o l ic y  dec is ion  taken by the c o u n c i l ,  not fo r  the b e n e f i t  
o f  the candlemakers but so as to preserve stocks o f  ta l lo w  which were 
requ ired  not ju s t  fo r  the manufacture o f  candles but a lso , and more 
im po rtan t ly ,  fo r  the p repara t ion  o f  fo o d s tu f fs .
As a fu r th e r  in d ic a t io n  o f  the c o u n c i l 's  reso lve to  m ainta in low 
p r ices  which would be w i th in  the purchasing power o f  the in hab ita n ts ,
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a s t r a ig h t  comparison o f  the p r ices  set fo r  a le ,  bread and ta l lo w  by the 
coun c il  in  Glasgow w ith  the assessments made by the counc ils  in several 
o ther burghs suggests tha t  p r ices  in Glasgow did  not r is e  so s teep ly  as 
they d id  elsewhere. Due allowance must o f  course be made fo r  reg iona l 
v a r ia t io n s ,  but equa lly  there can be no doubt th a t  the Glasgow area 
experienced s im i la r  economic d i f f i c u l t i e s  to those which besetthe country 
during the la te  s ix teen th  century . The exten t o f  the lo c a l  c r i s i s  can 
be judged from the measures which were requ ired to cope w ith  the sw e ll ing  
numbers o f  poor seeking alms in the burgh192 and the fa c t  th a t  although 
p r ic e s  in Glasgow d id  not r is e  so sharp ly as elsewhere or apparently  
match the esca la t ing  costs o f  raw m a te r ia ls ,  they nonetheless d id  r is e  
app rec iab ly .
However, by p ro te c t in g  the townspeople from r is in g  costs , the 
coun c il  placed considerable pressure on the craftsmen who r e ta i le d  in 
the goods which were sub jec t to assessment and not s u rp r is in g ly  these 
men became inc reas ing ly  f ru s t ra te d  w ith  the merchant dominated c o u n c i l 's  
p r ic in g  p o l ic ie s .  This issue played an important pa r t  in the tensions 
ev ident during these years as the craftsmen sought a g rea te r say in the 
governance o f  the burgh as the s o lu t io n  to  t h e i r  economic d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  
an aim which was even tua lly  re a l ise d  in the reforms o f  1605-1606.
Evidence o f  t h is  unrest is found in June 1595 when the c r a f t  deacons 
were ordered to  repo r t  to  the m agistrates and coun c il  the names o f  'every 
ane o f  t h a i r  c r a f t  is  respectiue th a t  salhappin to be inso len t and 
t r u b le r i s  o f  the quiyetnes o f  the towne', and in May 1600 when the 
deacons refused to agree to the a l ie n a t io n  o f  c e r ta in  common lands, 
desp ite  the fa c t  th a t  they had ra ised no ob jec t ion s  when s im i la r
proposals had been put to them in the la te  1580s.193
Before leav ing  the sub jec t o f  commodity assessments one other 
consumable was sub jec t to  p r ic e  c o n tro l  in Glasgow, namely wine. Unlike
a le ,  bread, ta l lo w  and candle th is  was not produced lo c a l ly  but imported
from abroad. I t  was thus the concern not o f  the craftsmen but o f  the 
merchants and as i t s  supply was i r re g u la r  so too was i t s  assessment.
In February 1578 i t  was s t ip u la te d  th a t  the p in t  o f  wine was to be sold 
fo r  no dearer than 3s 4d . 194 I t  is  noteworthy th a t  transgressors o f  
t h is  act were l i a b le  to  fa r  heavier f ines  than those who broke the
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s ta tu te s  r e la t in g  to e ss e n t ia l  fo o d s tu f fs .  Thus, I f  a le  or bread were 
so ld fo r  dearer than th e i r  assessed p r ices  the penalty  was 8s fo r  the 
f i r s t  f a u l t  195 (Increased to 16s In 1584)196 but the penalty  fo r  
In fr ingement o f  the wine s ta tu te  was £5, r i s in g  to  £10 fo r  the second 
f a u l t  and c o n f is c a t io n  o f  the hogshead from which the o ffend ing  p in t  was 
so ld fo r  the t h i r d  f a u l t .  These r e la t i v e ly  severe p e n a lt ie s  no doubt 
r e f le c te d  the fa c t  th a t  wine was consumed by the w e a lth ie r  members o f  
the community who would be less than sympathetic to  o v e rp r ic in g  by th e i r  
merchant colleagues and who, as the burgh 's law makers, were in an 
idea l p o s i t io n  to  ensure tha t  such p ra c t ice s  were a c t iv e ly  discouraged. 
Nonetheless a t le a s t  one in fr ingement o f  t h is  wine s ta tu te  occurred 
dur ing  t h is  per iod . In December 1580 four leading merchants (Hector 
Stewart, then b a i l i e ;  Andrew B a i l l i e ,  David H a ll  and Co lin  Campbell, 
a l l  then c o u n c i l lo rs )  were f ined  £10 each fo r  'con traven ing  o f  the 
s ta tu t  o f  the wyne in tak ing  mair nor x l i i d  i l k  p y n t ' J 97 When the 
pe rm iss ib le  p r ic e  was ra ised from 3s 4d to 3s 6d is  unknown. The only 
o ther wine s ta tu te  during th is  period was passed in December 1583 when
198the p r ic e  was reduced to 3s. Nonetheless in f l a t i o n  does not 
d is t in g u is h  between e sse n t ia l goods and lu x u r ie s  and by 1597 the p r ice.* 1 QQ
o f  a p in t  o f  wine had increased more than th re e fo ld ,  to  10s.
Besides re g u la t in g  when and where produce was to be so ld , how i t  was 
to  be presented to market and at what p r ic e ,  the burgh s ta tu te s  a lso 
contained p rov is ions  as to who was allowed to buy and s e l l .  I t  is 
usu a lly  considered th a t  commerce and trade were the preserves o f  the 
burgesses or freemen and were forb idden to  the u n p r iv i le g e d , the 
un free. However t h is  is something o f  an o v e r - s im p l i f i c a t io n  as c loser 
examination o f  the s ta tu te s  demonstrates. In p a r t ic u la r ,  in October 
1583, in view o f  the number o f  's in d r ie  inhab itan tes  vnfremen and 
v th e r is '  re s o r t in g  to the burgh and th rea ten ing  the ' l i b e r t i e  o f  friemen 
w i th in  t h is  towne', the provost b a i l ie s  and coun c il  ordained tha t  
'na vn fre  persoun w ith  in t h is  towne be d is p e n s i t  w ith  fo r  t h is  present 
y e i r  to  wse and occupey thee l i b e r t i e  o f  ane freeman. ' 200 This 
important act ind ica tes  th a t  spec ia l l icences must have been issued 
from time to time to a l low  c e r ta in  unfreemen to trade w i th in  the burgh. 
Such exemptions almost c e r ta in ly  app lied  m ain ly, i f  not e x c lu s iv e ly ,  
to su p p lie rs  o f  food from the surrounding ru ra l  area. I t  was e ss e n t ia l
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to  ensure food supp lies  and the re fo re  to a t t r a c t  as many such v ic t u a l le r s  
to  the burgh as poss ib le .  These men, b r in g in g  meal and da iry  produce, 
paid the market t o l l s  but could not be expected to  a f fo rd  to become 
freemen o f  the burghs they supp lied . Consequently a l ic e n c in g  system 
was used.
However the s ta tu te s  abound w ith  references to  the s o c ia l  s ta tus  
requ ired  to  p ra c t ic e  c e r ta in  trades and the l im i ta t io n s  set aga inst 
unfreemen and o u ts id e rs .  The annual s ta tu te s  show th a t  only freemen 
or t h e i r  widows could brew a le ,  only baxters could bake bread and no 
unfreemen were to  make candles fo r  s a le . 201 In order to  re in fo rc e  the 
r e s t r i c t i o n  o f  brewing to freemen, the sale o f  malt to unfreemen was 
discouraged by an annual s ta tu te  which ordained th a t  ' g i f  ony maltman 
s e l l i s  h is  malt to vn fre  persones w i th in  the burght he s a i l  nocht have 
to  persew the samyn b e fo i r  nowther provest nor b a i l l i e s ' ;  th a t  is  to  say 
th a t  i f  any d ispute  arose over such a sa le , the maltman would have to 
pursue the debtor h im se lf .  202
The annual s ta tu te  re g u la t in g  the p r ic e  o f  ta l lo w  forbad the sale 
o f  t h is  raw m a te r ia l to ' outt in townes men' . 203 In 1575 th is  act was 
extended to include a p ro h ib i t io n  on merchants and f le sh e rs  buying 
ta l lo w ,  hides or sk ins 'w i t h t  sl^angeris money or peneworthis vnder 
c o lo u r '  and th is  s ta tu te  now ordered burgesses dea ling  in these goods 
'nowther to  pak nor p e i l l  w i th t  unfremen'. 204 This type o f  commerce was 
c le a r ly  the preserve o f  burgesses fo r  the annual s ta tu te  governing the 
p resen ta t ion  and sale o f  hides and sk ins included from 1575 onwards the 
th re a t  o f  loss o f  burgess-ship, a pena lty  which obv ious ly  could not 
be used aga inst unfreemen.205 The same pena lty  was to  be invoked 
aga inst anyone contravening a s ta tu te  issued in A p r i l  1580 regarding 
the bu lk  s e l l i n g  o f  salmon, in d ic a t in g  th a t  th is  too was confined to  
burgesses. 206 Indeed both hides and salmon were s tap le  goods, t rad ing  
in which was reserved to c e r ta in  burghs and t h e i r  freemen burgesses , 207 
and i t  is  notable th a t  severa l prosecutions before the Glasgow burgh 
court  o f  transgressors o f  these re g u la t io n s  re fe r re d  to  t h is  fa c t  : 
fo r  example, in November 1574 Andrew C lerk in Pollokshaws was f ined  fo r  
'by ing  o f  hydes being s tap le  guddis and he beyng u n fre ' and in Ju ly  
1575 John M ak ilha ttan  was prosecuted fo r  buying and s e l l in g  salmon
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o n Q'beyng s tap le  guddis he beyng unfreman.'
In  October 1577 an annual s ta tu te  was in troduced designed to
regu la te  the land market. Burgh land markets were the places where
unfree f le sh e rs  from the country were allowed to present t h e i r  meat.
However in Glasgow, to  judge by the wording o f  t h is  s ta tu te  which forbad
unfreemen ' t o  hawe ony stok t h a i r '  but nonetheless allowed freemen to
have one ' f le s c h e  s to k ' each, the land market was fo r  out o f  town
f le sh e rs  who were burgesses o f  the town. 209 Out o f  town burgesses
formed a t h i r d  group (apart from burgesses and unfreemen). Although not
dw e ll in g  w i th in  the boundaries o f  the burgh these men enjoyed the r ig h ts
o f  burgess-ship bu t, to  the annoyance o f  t h e i r  town cousins, seemed to
avoid the du t ies  which were incumbent on burgesses; thus the 1574 annual
s ta tu te s  included an act reminding a l l  such burgesses 'nocht duelland
w i th in  the towne' o f  t h e i r  f i s c a l  o b l ig a t io n s  w ith  respect to  market
dues. 210 Evidence fo r  the f r i c t i o n  which could a r is e  between town
burgesses and out o f  town burgesses is  found in October 1578 when the
burgh f le sh e rs  accused c e r ta in  ' f le s c h o u r is  and outintownes burgess is '
o f  'wrangous vsing o f  t h a i r  occupatioun w i th in  the fredome o f  t h is
towne in s la y in g ,  h ing ing  and s e l l in g  flesche in a l l  respec t is  as th a i
do, a lb e i t  th a i  d u e l l  nocht w i th in  the towne'. The accused men
asserted th a t  they were free  to  p ra c t is e  t h e i r  trade because ' t h a i  ar
fremen and hes p a y i t  t h a i r  s te n t is  guhen th a i  o c c u r r i t . '  This view was
upheld by the m agis tra tes and counc il  who confirmed by a s ta tu te  tha t
'ony outintownes burges th a t  pay is  s te n t is  maye s lay th a i r  f lesche
w i t h t i n  the towne.' This act fu r th e r  s t ip u la te d  th a t  these men were to
present t h e i r  meat as whole carcasses a t 10 a.m. 'owther be h ing ing  on
211t r e i s  or ly in g  on hors b a k is , ' presumably at the land market.
The marketing re g u la t io n s  regarding free  and unfree traders  were 
obv ious ly  complicated, and a measure o f  t h e i r  complexity  and the concern 
they ra ised  can be gained from a spec ia l s ta tu te  o f  28 October 1584 
passed a t Glasgow by the b a i l i e s  and coun c il  in the presence o f  W il l iam  
Houstoun commissioner from Dumbarton. R e fe rr ing  to  a previous meeting a t 
K i lp a t r ic k  between the two burghs ' tuche ing  ordour tak ing  w ith  in f re  
pake ris  and p e la r i s ' ,  i t  was resolved th a t  p r io r  to  approaching
Parliament fo r  assis tance, the two p a r t ie s  would 's e ik  o u t ' a l l  acts o f
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Parliament made in favour o f  t h e i r  burghs aga inst unfree t rad e rs , and 
a lso 'v th e r  p a r t ic u la r  commissioun[s] to b a i th  the b u r ro is  and to 
u n f r ie  pakeris  and p e la r is  as may be purchast and h a id . ' 212 C lea r ly  
the t ra d in g  laws were being circumvented not ju s t  by smuggling but also 
through the purchase o f  l icences .
The s ta tu te s  a lso included p rov is ions  designed to ensure th a t  the 
re g u la t io n s  regard ing t rad ing  and the markets were obeyed. A t te n t io n  has 
already been drawn to the appointment o f  ta s te rs  whose task i t  was to 
inspect the q u a l i ty  and p r ic e  o f  a le  and ' quha brewis th a t  are u n f r e ' ,  
as a lso the ro le  o f  the deacons o f  the baxters in examining the q u a l i ty  
o f  b read .21^  In a d d it io n  market inspectors were appointed. At 
Michaelmas 1574 i t  was ordained th a t  one o f  the c o u n c i l lo r s ,  
accompanied by an o f f i c e r ,  was to v i s i t  the meal market every Monday and 
F r iday 'o u k l ie  abo u t ' ,  and two men (n e ith e r  o f  them c o u n c i l lo rs )  were 
s p e c i f i c a l l y  appointed to  inspect the corn market. The b a i l ie s  were to 
v i s i t  the re s t  o f  the markets. Inspectors  o f  the corn market were again 
appointed in 1577 and 1581, although on the la t t e r  occasion no names were 
entered in the act book. 214 Meanwhile i t  is  ev ident th a t  superv is ion  
o f  the.meal market passed to the b a i l ie s  and the o f f i c e r s  fo r  in 1575 i t  
was ordained th a t  the b a i l ie s  were to 'v i s ie  and s ic h t  the m ercatis  o f  
b u t te r ,  che is , mele, b e ir  and w ther is  be th a i r  awne presens and th a i r  
o f f i c i a r i s  th a t  the h a i l l  s t a tu t i s  be o b s e ru i t . ' 215 However the 
presence o f  the o f f i c e r s  appears to have caused d i f f i c u l t i e s ;  the 
vers ions o f  t h is  s ta tu te  issued in 1576 and 1577 s t ip u la te d  tha t  
inspections were to  be ca r r ie d  out by the b a i l i e s  a lone , 216 a lthough th is  
was re laxed in 1578 and 1579 to the e f fe c t  th a t  ' na o f f i c ia r e  enter in 
the m e rca tt is  fo r  v ise ing  t h a i r o f  bot th a t  t h a i r  be ane b a i l l i e  w icht 
him . ' 217 I t  may also be noted th a t  from 1576 onwards th is  act not only 
en jo ined the b a i l ie s  to  see to i t  tha t  the market s ta tu te s  were 
enforced but also in s truc ted  them to ensure th a t  ' a l l  the s t a tu t i s  
above w r i t te n  be k e ip i t  in a l l  p o y n t is ' ;  th a t  is  to  say a l l  o f  the 
annual s ta tu te s ,n o t  ju s t  those which re la te d  to  t ra d in g . 218 However 
a f te r  1579 th is  clause and indeed a l l  mention o f  the b a i l i e s  and o f f i c e r s  
market inspections were dropped from the annual s ta tu te s ,  though there 
can be l i t t l e  doubt th a t  these men continued to exerc ise these func t ions  
s ince, as has already been argued, the omission o f  an annual s ta tu te
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can not be regarded as being equ iva len t to  i t s  abrogation. 219 The only 
o ther piece o f  le g is la t io n  passed during these years w ith  respect to 
the supe rv is ion  o f  markets was a s ta tu te  issued in February 1585 which 
r e in s t i t u t e d  the inspection  o f  the meal markets by c o u n c i l lo rs  ( 'o n  ane 
ow ik ' ) ,  t h e i r  task being to 'serce the m e i l l  fo r  ru b b e r is '  and thereby 
remedy ' the  g r i t e  abuse o f  the m e i l l  marcat ' . 220 Presumably t h is  was to 
supplement the con t inu ing  inspections by the b a i l ie s  o f  the o ther 
markets.
The s ta tu te s  r e la t in g  to the burgh 's markets form the la rg e s t  group 
o f  enactments and were designed to p ro te c t  the economy o f  the town. The 
acts concerned w ith  the preserva tion  o f  the burgh ' s loans and common 
lands ( the  arable te r ra  campestris and the te r ra  communis or waste land which 
was used fo r  pasturage, t imber and f u e l ) 221 and the burgh 's  l iv e s to c k  
may be regarded in a s im i la r  l i g h t .  The ir underly ing  aim was to preserve 
basic resources o f  the burgh which were sources o f  l iv e l ih o o d  fo r  the 
townspeople.
The loans were the common pathways leading from the s t re e ts  o f  the 
burgh to  the pasturage. They were supposed to be kept c le a r  and w e ll  
de l inea ted  so tha t  l iv e s to c k  being led to  pasture d id  not s tra y  across the 
a d jo in in g  arable r ig s  o f  the burgesses. Nonetheless the fa u l t s  given 
up by the outlandmen each year at the annual Whitsun perambulation o f  the 
burgh 's  marches show th a t  the common loans, (and the o ther communal burgh 
lands) were f reg uen t ly  encroached upon by burgesses eager to make 
ad d it io n s  to  th e i r  s t r ip s  o f  arable land. For example, among fourteen 
fa u l t s  reported at the Wh itsun court o f  1 June 1574 i t  was reported tha t 
Thomas Glen, baxte r, had 'd y m in is s i t  the commone lone passand f ra  Gaddis 
b r ig  and hes s e t t  f u r t h t  h is  dy ik  and sawine vpone the commone th re  or 
fou r e l l i s  or t h a i r b y . ' The burgh a u th o r i t ie s  took ac t ion  from time
to  time to  counter these encroachments, not only by f in in g  the offenders 
but by s e t t in g  up spec ia l working p a r t ie s  to  deal w ith  the problem.
Thus, in March 1574 the b a i l ie s  and f iv e  others were ordered ' t o  v is ie
993the lonys th a t  the samyn be nocht d i m i n i s i t ' .  In 1576 at the 
Whitsun court the provost, b a i l ie s  and coun c il  ' f o r  remeid p u t t in g  to 
the d im in isyng o f  the commoune lo n is '  ordained th a t  the b a i l i e s ,  l in e r s  
and a group o f  men were to  inspect them 'and to  th a t  e f fe c t  . . .  begin 
the s ych t in  t h a i r o f  on Weddnisday n ix t  and sua fu r th e  d a y l ie  or a t s ic
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tymes as thay p le is  q u h i l l  performyng t h a i r o f ' . 224 The ine ffec t iveness  
o f  t h is  le g is la t io n  is borne out by i t s  r e p e t i t io n  at the Whitsun court 
o f  June 1582 when i t  was ordained th a t  v i s i t o r s  were to be appointed to 
' v i s i e  the h a i l l  lo n is  and to s ie  thame re fo rm it  and mendit and s tan is
i n f i x i t  be the possessouris [ i . e .  neighbouring r ig  owners] and th is  to  be
dewysit by the c o u n s a l l . '  225
A fa r  more ser ious problem was the d im inu t ion  o f  the common pas to ra l 
lands, e i th e r  by the ac t ion  o f  p r iv a te  in d iv id u a ls  or through the 
a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the ru l in g  group in the burgh. As a r e f le c t io n  o f  the
communal nature o f  t h is  p rope rty ,  severa l o f  the s ta tu te s  issued on th is
sub jec t were passed in the presence o f  the community or the deacons. At 
the Summerhill court held on 20 June 1574 fo l lo w in g  ' the  complaynt maid 
be the communite th a t  certane in d u e l la r is  o f  the town cast is the muir and 
f l a y i s  vp the samyn as th a i p le is  and a ls  mekle as th a i  th in k ,  nocht 
regardand the incommodite th a t  sallcum t h a i r t o  in tyme cuming', the 
b a i l ie s , c o u n c i l  and ' h a i l l  communite p resen t' ordained by s ta tu te  th a t  
i t  would not be perm iss ib le  fo r  freemen to take up more than two 
'daywerk o f  t u r f i s '  per annum. Unfreemen were to be r e s t r ic te d  to one 
day and the penalty  in both cases fo r  in fr ingem ent was set a t 40s each 
f a u l t .  Furthermore 'u n fre  fo lk ,  servandis nor w th e r is ' were forb idden 
to  c o l le c t  t u r f s  and peat from the commons unless they were 'conduc it  o f  
b e fo i r  be fremen' .  Here the penalty  was set a t 20s fo r  the f i r s t  f a u l t
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and banishment fo r  any subsequent transgress ion . Banishment fo r  
in fr ingem ent o f  a s ta tu te  was unusual and the acts r e la t in g  to the 
p ro te c t io n  o f  the common lands were among the few to  ca rry  t h is  severe 
p e n a lty .
The most important s ta tu te  o f  t h is  per iod regarding the burgh 's
pasturage was issued at a spec ia l convention held a t the B la c k f r ia rs
k i r k  on 21 June 1576, in response to a p e t i t io n  presented by the
community complaining about the c o u n c i l 's  p o l ic y  o f  a l ie n a t in g  such
land. This convention has already been discussed in the context o f  the
p o l i t i c s  o f  the period and the in fo rm ation  which i t  provides regarding
227the dec is ion  making process w i th in  the burgh, but the tenor o f  the 
re levan t minute a lso shows the importance o f  these lands to the 
community. The p e t i t io n  asserted th a t ,  desp ite  an agreement reached at 
the Summerhill court in 1568 th a t  on ly ground unsu itab le  fo r  pasture was
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to be disposed o f ,  the m agistrates and coun c il  had, w ithou t co n su lta t io n ,
feued severa l areas 'q u h i lk  wes nocht to be s p a r i t ,  fo r  ha ld ing o f  our
guddis and the pure o f  the towne' and tha t  the b e n e f ic ia r ie s  had been
'sum p a r t i c u la r i s '  o f  the provost, b a i l i e s  and c e r ta in  c o u n c i l lo r s .  The
s u p p l ic a t io n  continued th a t  i f  the p ra c t ic e  d id not cease the
p e t i t io n e rs  would 'want the pas tu r ing  o f  guddis fo r  the sustening o f  our
b a b ie s ' .  In response the provost, b a i l i e s ,  c o u n c i l ,  deacons and
community, ' i n  respect th a t  t h a i r  commoune muris y i t  l e f t  wndelt and
set fu r th e  w i l l  s c a rs l ie  serve the touneschip fo r  ha ld ing  o f  t h a i r  guddis
and fu rnes ing  f e w a l l ' ,  ordained tha t  no fu r th e r  a l ie n a t io n s  were to  take 
228place. This ban was supposed to be in d e f in i te  but i t  was ignored
when, in the la te  1580s, i t  became necessary to  a l ie n a te  fu r th e r  common 
lands so as to  ra ise  funds fo r  the purchase o f  A rch iba ld  Lyon's m i l l  on 
the K e lv in . 229
P ro tec t ion  o f  the burgesses' s t r ip s  o f  arable land from the tw in 
th re a ts  o f  incurs ions by l iv e s to c k  and damage by in d iv id u a ls  formed the 
sub jec t o f  severa l s ta tu te s .  At the same time as the act on c o l le c t in g  
t u r f s  was passed at the Summerhill court o f  June 1574, i t  was also 
enacted th a t ,  ' f o r  the evadying ey t ing  and d e s tru c t io n  o f  co rnes ',  i f  
any horses or o ther animals were found ' a l l  nycht f u r t h t  o f  houssis in 
ony persones scayth t on t h a i r  s t u f f ' , the owner o f  the o ffend ing  animal 
was to  be f ined  20s. Furthermore any 'wyfe, hussy or wther persoun' 
found 'amang growand s t u f f '  was to be confined in ' the  thev is  h o i l l  v i i i  
day is ' fo r  the f i r s t  f a u l t  and banished i f  they committed the offence 
again. 230 The s e v e r i ty  o f  t h is  act is  notable but i t  appears to  have 
been re laxed when in May 1577 a new s ta tu te  was passed which ordained 
th a t  anyone 'found in wther menis s t u f f  powand t h i r s i l l i s  or ony wther 
wedis but t h a i r  l e i f '  was merely to be put in the stocks at the market
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cross fo r  tw en ty - fou r hours. These measures were aimed at the poor 
ro o t in g  fo r  food among the burgesses' crops, a p ra c t ic e  which would 
obv ious ly  become more preva len t during times o f  s c a rc i t y .  1577 proved 
to be a bad harvest year232 and by the autumn the a u th o r i t ie s  could no 
longer a f fo rd  to  be le n ie n t  in dea ling  w ith  t h is  problem- The annual 
s ta tu te s  issued tha t  Michaelmas included a rev ised vers ion o f  the act o f  
May 1577 which s t ip u la te d  th a t  'nane p u l l  s t i b i l l i s  f u r t h t  o f  ony land is  
about the toun' under pain o f  banishment fo r  the f i r s t  f a u l t ,  an
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unusually  severe measure. In d ic a t iv e  o f  the m ag is tra tes ' r e a l is a t io n  
th a t  r igo rous  c o n t ro ls  were regu ired to p ro te c t  the burgh 's food supply, 
three o ther new annual s ta tu te s  were introduced at Michaelmas 1577.
Swine and geese were to  be held indoors and i t  was l ikew ise  forb idden to 
pasture sheep among the 'bu rro  r u d is ' .  The la t t e r  measure p a r t i c u la r ly  
exhorted the poinder to  'exerce th is  s ta tu t  vnd ir  the pane o f  
dep r iua t ioun  o f  h is  o f f i c e . '  The remaining new s ta tu te  concerned the 
town's herdsmen whose task was to  ensure th a t  the burgesses' c a t t le  
grazed on the burgh 's  pasturage and did not s tray  on to the arable p lo ts .  
This act s t ip u la te d  tha t  ' i t  s a i l  nocht be l e f u l l  to nowther f re  nor 
vn fre  to  hald by h i r s a l i s  [ i . e . ,  to keep back l iv e s to c k  from the 
herdsmen] . . .  nor y i t  to  th e h i rd is  to g i f  vp the ke ip ing  o f  the guddis 
[ i . e . ,  to  release l iv e s to c k  to pasture f r e e ly ]  g u h i l l  a l l  the s t u f f  
[ i . e .  the ha rves t]  be i n n i t . '  233
At t h is  ju nc tu re  i t  is appropria te  to  examine the ro le  o f  the
herdsmen. Two were employed each year, one fo r  the 'o v i r to u n '  (the
area north  o f  the Cross) and one fo r  the 'n e th i r to u n '  ( the area south
o f  the Cross). 23Zt I t  is apparent, both from the s ta tu te  quoted above
and th§ minute o f  t h e i r  appointment in 1585,th a t  they c a r r ie d  out t h e i r
d u t ie s  ' q u h i l l  a l l  h e rv is t  be d o l e . '235 During the 1570s they
received a fee from the common good but i t  would appear tha t t h is
236p ra c t ic e  ceased th e re a f te r  and th a t  instead they began to c o l le c t  
t h e i r  fees on a pro ra ta  basis from the burgesses whose c a t t le  they 
tended. In 1582 i t  was ordered th a t  the herdsmen were to receive the
237' l a d e s ' ,  a phrase which suggests instruments fo r  measuring corn and 
th a t  fees were paid in k ind , but in 1600 ( i f  not before) a money 
payment was in troduced; in March o f  tha t  year i t  was ordained tha t  the 
herdsmen were to  charge 10s per annum fo r  look ing  a f te r  an unfreeman's 
cow and As per annum fo r  a freeman's cow as w e l l  as ' th e  re s t  o f  the 
c a u s a l i te is  th a t  th a i  had o f  b e f o r , ' presumably the la d le  dues recorded 
in 1582.238
While the o f f i c e  o f  herdsman appears to  have been w e ll  es tab lished 
by the beginning o f  the period under cons ide ra t ion ,  the o f f i c e  o f  c a l f  
herd was a new development. This was in s t i t u te d  by a s ta tu te  passed at 
the Summerhill meeting o f  June 1576 and th is  o f f i c i a l ' s  rem it was ' t o k e ip
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the c a l f i s  wpone the Grein fu r the  o f  scaythe wtherwayis g i f  th a i be
fundin in scaythe to be p u n d i t ' ,  and to t h is  end i t  was ordered th a t  a
239pend was to be constructed a t the Broomielaw to hold these animals.
No appointment was recorded however u n t i l  9 May 1578 when A rch iba ld  
Johnstone was chosen c a l f  herd. The minute provides fu r th e r  d e ta i ls  as 
to  t h is  o f f i c i a l ' s  terms o f  reference and the means o f  h is  remuneration. 
Johnstone was to  have 'm e it  and d r in k  d a y l ie  about o f  thame th a t  hes 
the c a l f i s  tog idder w i th t  v jd .  fo r  i l k  ane th a t  hes the samyn, and 
s ic ly k  f ra  thame tha t  hes land besid the Greyne fo r  ke ip ing  o f  th a i r  
c o rn e s . ' He was to have powers to poind ' f o r  ky or g r e i t  s t i r k i s '
( i . e .  bu l lo cks  or h e i fe rs  between one and two years o ld )  and was to see 
th a t  no horses were to  be allowed on the Green unless they were 
p rope r ly  t e th e re d .2^0 Appointments to t h is  post were not recorded a f te r  
1581 and i t  is  poss ib le  tha t  the c a l f  he rd 's  func t ions  were th e re a f te r  
taken over by the herdsmen fo r  the s ta tu te  o f  March 1600 s e t t in g  out the
fees which they could c o l le c t  added th a t  ' i l k  tua y e i r  auld quoy' was to
be charged on the same basis as an adu lt  cow
The fa c t  th a t  the a u th o r i t ie s  saw f i t  to in troduce th is  new post
dur ing^the  1570s t e s t i f i e s  to t h e i r  concern th a t  the burgh 's crops
should be pro tected from unnecessary damage caused by s t ra y in g  l iv e s to c k .
Furthermore the four new annual s ta tu te s  introduced a t Michaelmas 1577
(those regarding the prosecution o f  in d iv id u a ls  damaging crops and the
242c o n t ro l  o f  swine, geese, sheep and c a t t le )  were re i te ra te d  each 
subsequent year. The only a l te ra t io n s  to these acts occurred in 1582 
w ith  the combination o f  the acts regard ing the c o n t ro l  o f  c a t t le  and 
the p u l l in g  o f  ' s t i b i l l i s '  (w ith  the im p l ic a t io n  th a t  anyone who 
fa i le d  to hand over 1 ivestock fo r  pas tu r ing  to  the herdsmen now faced
243banishment fo r  the f i r s t  offence ra th e r  than, as p re v io u s ly ,  a f in e )
and the a d d it io n  to t h is  s ta tu te  in 1584 o f  a clause to  the e f fe c t  tha t
no horse was to  be pastured 'about the towne in tyme o f  gers and corne
w ithou t ane k e ip a r ' .  I f  any horse was found among another man's crop,
the ho rse 's  owner was to  pay 8s to  the owner o f  the corn fo r  damages,
and 8s to  the b a i l i e s .  This new clause was to  be observed from the la s t
244day o f  March to  the la s t  day o f  September each year.
I t  is  in t h is  same con tex t,  the p ro te c t io n  o f  the burgh 's arable 
lands, th a t  a s ta tu te  passed on 17 August 1583 may be considered.
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Having noted th a t  ' th e  harvest approchis and tha t  in t h is  burght and 
about the samyne thay ar na small nomer o f  id le  persownes th a t  w a i t t i s  
and dependis o n l ie  upoun ru b r ie  and d is t ro y in g  o f  c o rn is ' ,  the b a i l ie s  
and coun c il  ordered th a t  none o f  these people were to be allowed to 
remain in the burgh 'bo t s ike as w i l l  ressave hy ire  and meit fo r  schering 
bynding and wther h e rv is t  la b o u r in g . '  None were to be allowed to 
'ga dd ir  in the hervest f i e l d s '  unless th e i r  parents had been h ire d .  On 
the one hand t h is  ac t discouraged vagrants, but i t  a lso s trove  to  ensure 
th a t  there would be an adeguate supply o f  labour a v a i la b le  in the burgh. 
No 's c h e ra r is  nor la bou ra r is  duelland w i th in  t h is  towne th is  y e i r  bigane' 
were to  leave the burgh during harvest time to seek employment elsewhere 
under pain o f  banishment.245
Communal labour was undertaken by the indw e lle rs  o f  the burgh, 
every man being ob liged to  work fo r  a set number o f  days each year.
Thus in May 1577 a s ta tu te  was passed o rdering  those in d iv id u a ls  who 
had re c e n t ly  received feus o f  common lands in Garngadh ill and 
Gallowmuir ' t o  fu rn e is  t h a i r  daye workis conforme to t h a i r  in fe f t im e n ts  
to  the commowne work o f  the towne' or pay fo r  each day 's work not
o  hf.
undertaken a commutation set at 6s 8d. Though every indw e lle r  was
bound to  do communal labour i t  seems c e r ta in  th a t  many avoided th is  
irksome task by paying such a f in e .  A s im i la r  act was passed in 1597 
by which time the commutation had r isen  to  10s per d a y .247 I t  is  c le a r  
from th is  la te r  s ta tu te  th a t  communal labour was supervised by the master 
o f  work, who also organised the burgh 's work force o f  labourers and 
g u a r r ie rs ,  men who were drawn from the unfree popu la tion  o f  the town.
They were employed on a v a r ie ty  o f  p u b l ic  works, such as the maintenance 
o f  b u i ld in g s  or the cons truc t ion  o f  the 'c a ls a y ' (o r s t re e t  pav ing), 
p ro je c ts  which demanded the existence o f  a la rg e r  and more re l ia b le  
supply o f  labour than could be guaranteed under the communal labour 
system. Nonetheless i t  cannot be doubted th a t  communal labour 
provided a use fu l reserve poo l, both fo r  p u b l ic  works and also fo r  the
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v i t a l  tasks o f  ga ther ing in the harvest and fu e l fo r  the w in te r .
The magistrates and counc il the re fo re  issued s ta tu te s  which were 
designed to preserve the burgh 's pas to ra l and arab le  lands and ensure the 
a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  an adequate work fo rce  fo r  t h e i r  e x p lo i ta t io n .  They 
were also concerned w ith  the hea lth  and c o n d it io n  o f  the town's
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l i v e s to c k .  In January 1575 an act was passed which ordained th a t  no one 
was to  'ha ld  scabb lt  or fa l r s y  hors w i th in  the towne to re so r t  amang 
w the r ls  bot owther to  hald thame w i th in  t h a i r  awln houssls or e l l  Is put 
thame f u r t h t  o f  the towne In tyme cum lng.' 249 The penalty  was set a t £5 
each f a u l t ;  though not so severe as banishment th is  was nonetheless a 
high le v e l  o f  f in e  compared to the 8s amercement usua lly  le v ied  on 
In f r in g e rs  o f  the market s ta tu te s .  This was not a new s ta tu te  but a 
re-enactment o f  an e x is t in g  bye-law, fo r  the very f i r s t  en try  In the 
s u rv iv in g  act books, a minute o f  the Yule head court o f  January ^574,l i s t s  
persons possessing 's c a b b lt  hors ' who were to  be 'w a rn l t  to  the n lx t  
cou r t  to  h e ir  thame dece rn lt  to be h a n d l l l l t  conforme to the auld 
s t a t u t l s  maid anent scab and f a l r s y . '  250 Subsequent head court minutes 
record s im i la r  p rosecutions, showing th a t  the p ro te c t io n  o f  l iv e s to c k  
from diseased animals was a con tinu ing  concern o f  the burgh coun c il  and 
m ag is tra tes .
While the acts c o n t r o l l in g  the burgh 's  markets and common lands 
demonstrate the a u th o r i t ie s  concern to  preserve the town's economic 
resources, the next b lock o f  s ta tu te s  shows th a t  we lfa re  was 
recognised as pa r t  o f  the lo c a l  a u th o r i t y 's  r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  in the la te  
s ix te e n th  century . This f i f t h  group comprises those measures which were 
issued to  deal w ith  nuisances and p u b l ic  hea lth  m atters.
Each year the Michaelmas s ta tu te s  included an act which ordered
th a t  ' t h a i r  be na myddynnis la id  vpone the fo irg a te  nor y i t  on the greyn
and th a t  na f le s c h o u r is  teyme th a i r  vschawis vpone the fo i rg a te  . . .  and
th a t  na stanes nor tymmer ly  on the gate la n g i r  nor y e i r  and daye vnder
251the pane o f  escheting o f  thame.' The s a n ita ry  cond it ion s  o f  towns
in  t h is  period (and even la te r )  l e f t  a l o t  to  be desired but i t  d id  not
go unnoticed by contemporaries. G i lb e r t  Skeyne, w r i t in g  in 1568 on the
scourge o f  the plague in S co tt ish  towns, commented on the 's t inkand
co rrup tioun  and f i l t h  q u h i lk is  occupeis the commune s t r e i t t i s  and
g a i t t i s ' 252 made up o f  r o t t in g  fo o d s tu f fs  and human and animal ordure.
The annual r e p e t i t io n  o f  the act aga inst rubbish being l e f t  on the
s t re e ts  o f  Glasgow ind ica tes  th a t  w h ile  the a u th o r i t ie s  appreciated the
problem the townsfo lk were at best in d i f fe r e n t  and probably ignored th is
measure and a s ta tu te  o f  June 1578 which ordered th a t  ' the  h a i l l  myddynis
253be remowit o f  the h ie g a i t  and th a t  nane sc ra ip  on the h ie g a i t . '
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Another problem was the f le s h e rs '  p ra c t ic e  o f  hamstringing l iv e s to c k  
bound fo r  market in the p u b l ic  s t re e ts  o f  the burgh. From 1578 onwards 
the annual s ta tu te  re g u la t in g  the p r ice  o f  ta l lo w  included a clause which 
ordered th a t  'na ky be hocht [ i . e . ,  hamstrung] on the h ie  g a i t  fo r  b lu id  
ly in g  t h a i r o n . 125^  The fa c t  tha t  t h is  in ju n c t io n  was repeated every year 
suggests th a t  t h is  act also tended to be f lo u te d .
The water supply o f  the burgh was derived p a r t ly  from w e lls  and 
p a r t ly  from various burns and the r iv e r .  The accounts re fe r  to  severa l 
w e lls  in the town, inc lud ing  those at Deanside, Wyndhead and 
G r e y f r ia r s .255 To mark the opening o f  a new common w e ll in the Gallowgate 
a s ta tu te  was passed in September 1575 re g u la t in g  i t s  hours o f  opening 
and appo in ting  a keeper o f  the w e ll  who was to have custody o f  i t s  key, 
necessary to  prevent i t s  p o l l u t i o n . 256 P o l lu t io n  o f  the Molendinar burn 
had become a serious problem by 1581 because o f  the a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the 
small tanneries  along i t s  banks. In th a t  year a new annual s ta tu te  
appeared which aimed to remedy th is  abuse, and the p e n a lt ie s  to be 
invoked were s u f f i c ie n t l y  severe. No 'h yd is ,  skynnis, ischewis nor na 
o ther f i l t h i e  th in g is '  were to be washed in the burn under the pain o f  
8s the . f i r s t  f a u l t ,  c o n f is c a t io n  o f  the goods concerned fo r  the second 
fa u l t  and, fo r  the t h i r d ,  ' the  pane o f  warding and punesing o f  t h a i r  
persones and guddis at the p ro u ie s t ,  b a i l l i e s  and co u n s a l l is  w i l l . ' 257
Besides attempting to  c o n tro l  nuisances, the m agistrates and counc il
were a lso concerned w ith  m inim ising the spread o f  diseases. In t h is
respect the burgh 's employment o f  a surgeon may be noted. 258 He was
probably p r im a r i ly  engaged to deal w ith  in ju r ie s  ( fo r  example in March
1581 Thomas Mylne, surgeon, received a burgess f in e  ' f o r  h is  cu r ing  o f
Thomas Muir hu r t  in the townes besynes ')259 but i t  is  l i k e l y  th a t  he
a lso acted as a doctor, tending the s ic k .  This appears to be confirmed
by a minute o f  A p r i l  1596 which recorded the payment o f  a burgess f in e
to A l i s t a i r  M'Caslan, surgeon, ' f o r  h is  se rv ice  done . . .  in cu r ing  o f
260s ind ry  p u i r  anes in the towne.'
Among the c h ro n ic a l ly  s ick  whom the town surgeon may have cared fo r  
were those who su ffe red  from leprosy, a disease which was endemic in 
t h is  pe r iod . The burgh 's p o l ic y  was to is o la te  lepers at St. N in ia n 's  
h o s p ita l  which was s itu a te d  at the south end o f  the bridge close to  the
284
v i l la g e  o f  Gorbals. This in s t i t u t io n  probably dated from the f i f t e e n th  
century and p r io r  to  the Reformation seems to  have been c o n t ro l le d  by 
the church; th e re a f te r ,  although the k i r k  session had some in te re s t  in 
i t s  upkeep and although the burgh counc il was not fo rm a lly  vested w ith  
i t s  p ro p e r t ie s  u n t i l  1636, i t  is  c le a r  th a t  the management o f  the 
h o s p ita l  was conducted by the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  in the person o f  the
r p / r  “\
water b a i l i e .  ZDI Cases were reported to  the head courts  by the
o f f i c e r s  and the water b a i l i e  and the v ic t im s  were ordered to re p a ir
to  the h o s p ita l  under th re a t  o f  banishment.262 The pain o f
separa tion  and is o la t io n  was ev id e n t ly  too much fo r  some to bear, fo r
in May 1382 a s ta tu te  had to be issued aga inst ' l i p p i r  f o lk i s  quha, 
c o n te m p t ia t l ie  c o n t ra i r  the auncient s t a tu t i s  o f  the toun, r e p a i r is  
t h a i r i n ' ,  i t  being noted th a t  some had 's p e c ia l l  f r e in d is  w i th in  the 
toun quha resau is thame and g i f i s  thame in te r t in e m e n t . '  To avoid 
in fe c t io n  i t  was ordained th a t  ' th e  auncient a i th '  taken by v ic t im s  was 
to  be observed, th a t  ' thay re p a ir  bot twa day is  in the oulk and th a t  in
qu ie t  and s e c re i t  maner'. Presumably the purpose o f  these days out was
to  a l low  exerc ise and nothing more fo r  i t  was expressly forb idden tha t  
'ony o f  t h a i r  f r ie n d is  resav is  thame in t h a i r  h o u s s is . '263 Regulations 
issued-* in October 1603 provide more d e ta i l :  the lepers were allowed to
v i s i t  the burgh each Wednesday and Saturday between 10 a.m. and 2 p.m.
but were to  keep th e i r  d is tance from the to w n s fo lk , being ordered to
'gang vpone the calsay syd w ith  t h a i r  m usse ll is  on t h a i r  fa ic e ,  and
9 f\l±c lo p p e r is . '
A more serious problem was the 'p e s t ' ,  epidemics o f  which ravaged
the country from time to t ime. The exact id e n t i t y  o f  the disease or
diseases which occasioned these outbreaks is  open to con jec tu re , but 
whether i t  was plague, typhus or smallpox there is  no doubt th a t  i t s  
e rup t ions  s truck  te r r o r  in the hearts o f  countrymen and townsfo lk a l ik e .  
The measures taken to prevent the spread o f  in fe c t io n  were severe, yet 
probably in e f fe c t iv e  owing to  the 1 im ita t io n s  o f  medical knowledge and 
the a p p a ll in g  s a n i ta ry  cond it ions  p reva len t in a l l  communities and a l l  
walks o f  l i f e .  During the period under d iscuss ion the Glasgow 
m agis tra tes and counc il tw ice had to  take emergency ac t ion  to  combat 
the th re a t  o f  plague, in 1574 and 1584-85.
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In the la te  autumn o f  1574 the pest broke out in F i fe  and around 
Edinburgh, the in fe c t io n  almost c e r ta in ly  having been brought to the 
country by sh ipp ing t ra d in g  w ith  the European con t inen t.  On 29 October 
the provost, b a i l i e s  and counc il o f  Glasgow passed a se r ies  o f  twelve 
s pec ia l s ta tu te s  designed ' f o r  awaye ha ld ing and preseruation o f  th is  
gud town' from the disease. The f i r s t  s ta tu te  forbad any contact w ith  
trade rs  from L e ith ,  K irkca ldy ,  Dysart and B u rn t is land  'q u h i lk is  are e l l i s  
in fe c t  i t  and suspect o f  the said pest' or w ith  any ' townes or p lace is  
th a t  h e i r e f t i r  s a i l  be suspect or f y l i t . '  The penalty  fo r  igno r ing  th is  
order was to  be death ( 'under the pain o f  d e id ' ) ,  un d e r l in in g  the g ra v i ty  o f  the 
s i t u a t io n .  In Edinburgh only the B e lls  Wynd d i s t r i c t  was then in fec ted  
and the second s ta tu te  allowed passage to and from the c a p i ta l ,  but only 
i f  a te s t im o n ia l was obtained from the b a i l ie s  o f tha t  burgh t e s t i f y in g  
th a t  the persons concerned 'haue nocht h a n t i t  nor t r a f f ic q u e  w ith  
suspect persones. ' The same ru le  was to apply to a l l  persons coming from 
any o ther 'vnsuspect p la c e ',  under pain o f  a f in e  o f  £10. In a d d it io n  
i f  any person from Glasgow t ra v e l le d  to an in fec ted  area and brought back 
goods 'quha irth row  ony in fec t io un  salhappin to cum in th is  town' and did 
not produce a s u f f i c ie n t  c e r t i f i c a t e  from the a u th o r i t ie s  o f  tha t  place, 
the gogds were to be escheated and the c u l p r i t  executed.
The t h i r d  act sought to c o n tro l  the en try  o f  s trangers to the 
burgh. They were not to be received in houses unless they had f i r s t  
reported to  the m agistrates or t h e i r  'depu tt  is '  and produced 
te s t im o n ia ls  ' t h a t  i t  maye be knawin q u h a ir f ra  th a i  come'. No one was 
to  rece ive a stranger ' t h a t  cumis about the tonne or a t t  t h a i r  
backya rd is ' ,  a l l  inhab itan ts  were to enter or leave the burgh by the 
po r ts  and ' f o i r g a t e ' ,  and each in hab itan t was ordered to close h is  yard 
ends, 'as he w i l l  ansuer on h is  l y f ' .  I f  anyone was found t r y in g  to 
en ter the burgh s e c re t ly ,  he was to be 'h a n d i l i t  as suspect persoun. '
By the fo u r th  act inhab itan ts  l i v in g  beyond the po r ts  were forbidden 
to  rece ive strangers w ithou t l icence from the provost and b a i l ie s  or to 
take in goods turned away a t p o r ts .  The f i f t h  act de a lt  w ith  t r a v e l le r s  
who, even i f  they came from un in fec ted  areas, were to present 
te s t im o n ia ls  from th e i r  na t ive  burgh, or from the m in is te r  o f  t h e i r  
pa r ish  i f  they were countrymen. A l l  such c e r t i f i c a t e s  were to s ta te  
' th e  names o f ,  number o f  the persones, q u h a ir f ra  th a i  come, quhat tyme, 
to quhat purpos, quhat ladinnyng th a i  b r in g ,  how money h o rs . '  I f  they
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re turned to the burgh they were to produce an endorsement 'berand quhen 
and quhaLr he sauld h is  lad innyng '.
Contro l o f  the f is h  market formed the sub jec t o f  the next enactment. 
V is i t o r s  o f  the bridge and water were appointed, whose task i t  was to 
inspect the bridge and r iv e r  tw ice a day and ensure th a t  no out o f  town 
men bought or so ld he rr ing  unless licensed to do so. Aware th a t  t h is  
s t r i c t u r e  would not please the lo c a l gentry a fu r th e r  clause added tha t  
gentlemen could 'cum tham ese lf is ,  bot in ca is  g e n t i l l  men o f  h ia r  degree 
s ic k  as e r le  lo rd  barrown d e s y r is ' ,  they were to  be perm itted  to  send one 
o f  t h e i r  household servants to buy the f is h .
At the o ther end o f  the s o c ia l  scale were 'p y p a r is ,  f i d l e r i s ,  
menstrales or ony wther vagabundis' who were to  leave the burgh (unless 
g iven spec ia l l icence  to do otherwise) under the pain o f  banishment and 
scourg ing. 'Pure commone beggaris ' were a lso to  leave unless they had 
been born 'w i th in  burght and parochin or hes bene lang w i th in  the 
samyn'. Those ordered to leave were to  do so w i th in  tw en ty - fou r  hours 
'vnder the pane o f  burnyng on the c h e i k ' ; those allowed to remain were 
to  go to  the to lboo th  in the morning to ob ta in  t h e i r  'm erk is ' (which 
allowed them to beg) but were forb idden to then leave the burgh. I f  any 
o f  these licensed beggars d id  leave and then came back to  the burgh, 
they would lose t h e i r  'm erk is ' and be banished.
The next s ta tu te  appointed searchers and v i s i t o r s ,  ' i l k  ane in the 
g a i t t i s  quhair th a i d u e l ! '  whose task i t  was to  'pas twys on the daye 
th ro c h t  the g a i t  a p o y n t i t  to  thame, v iz  in the mornyng and evinnyng, and 
v is ie  and inquyre o f  i l k  hous tha t  nane be s e ik . '  For these door-to -door 
inspections the burgh was to be s p l i t  in to  seven areas : Rottenrow,
Drygate and Wyndhead ( fo u r  searchers); Wyndhead to B la c k f r ia rs  ( fo u r ) ;  
B la c k f r ia r s  to  the Cross ( fo u r ) ;  Trongate and Gallowgate ( s ix ) ;  the 
Cross to  the Barrasyet ( fo u r ) ;  the Barrasyet to  the Bridge ( fo u r ) ;  and 
Stockwell 'and about' ( two). In a d d it io n  two v i s i t o r s  were appointed 
to  's i c h t  a l l  deid persones or th a i  be w y n d it ' ,  namely John Watson e lder 
and Besse Wrycht (the sole example o f  a female ' o f f i c i a l ' ) .  The same 
s ta tu te  s t ip u la te d  th a t  i f  anyone f e l l  s ic k ,  the master o f  the house 
was immediately to  inform the searchers and show them the in v a l id  ' t h a t  
th a i  maye be s i c h t i t ' .  S im i la r ly ,  i f  anyone died John Watson and Besse Wrycht 
were to  be informed and shown the corpse. The n in th  s ta tu te  ordered
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th a t  the searchers and v is i t o r s  were to be s t r i c t l y  obeyed.
The three remaining s ta tu te s  issued in October 1574 were concerned, 
l i k e  those a t the beginning o f  the se r ie s ,  w ith  the c o n t ro l  o f  popu la tion  
movement. Keepers were appointed to  guard the Stablegreen, Trongate, 
South and Gallowgate po rts  during the day. Each evening the keys were to 
be d e l ive red  to  one o f  the b a i l i e s .  A l l  o ther e x i t s  were to be closed. 
The Rottenrow, Drygate and G re y fr ia rs  ports  were to be immediately shut 
up and the keys given to  the b a i l i e s ,  and s im i la r ly  the Schoolhouse 
Wynd and a l l  o ther s ide s t re e ts ,  or vennels, were to be ' s im p l i c i t e r  
condampnit and s t e k i t  u p .1
The e f fe c t iveness  o f  these measures is  d i f f i c u l t  to  judge. However 
the accounts fo r  1574-75, besides record ing expenditure on p rov id ing  
'm e rk is ' to  the poor ' the  tyme o f  pes t ' (7s) and the cost o f  'making wp 
o f  the h a i l l  p o r t is  o f  the towne the tyme th a t  the pest wes e is t  and . . .  
kepying o f  the p o r t is  to  the p o r ta r is  ane g r e i t  space' (c£66 ),  included 
a disbursement o f  5s to James Speir, po inder, ' f o r  erdyng o f  ane boye 
th a t  d e i t  in the lo n y n g . '266 Otherwise the minutes are s i l e n t  on the 
su b je c t ,  and i t  can only be presumed th a t  the onslaught, when i t  came, 
was contained.
In the 1580s the pes t i lence  returned to Scotland. Between 1584 and 
1588 epidemics are believed to have k i l l e d  1400 people in Edinburgh,
1400 in Perth, over 400 in St. Andrews and 300 in K irkca ld y .  The 
previous pa tte rn  was repeated, the in fe c t io n  s t r i k in g  the eastern 
coas ta l po r ts  f i r s t  and then spreading in land. In  i t s  move westwards i t  
lo s t  some o f  i t s  v iru le n ce . Nonetheless i t  had reached Johnstone by May 
1585 and Ayr by June.267
In the previous autumn the a u th o r i t ie s  in Glasgow had taken steps 
to  p ro te c t  the town from the disease. On 28 September 1584 the 
b a i l i e s  and c o u n c il ,  ' e f t i r  wechtie cons idera t ioun  . . .  tu ic h in g  the pest 
and quhow the samyne in c ress is  in the p a r t is  o f  F y i f  and specealie  on 
the c o is t  s id e ' passed a s ta tu te  which embraced many o f  the po in ts  
included in the le g is la t io n  o f  1574. There was to  be no t r a f f i c k in g  
whatsoever w ith  people from F i fe ;  trade rs  from Perth and S t i r l i n g  would 
be perm itted  en try  to  Glasgow, but on ly i f  they had 'ane s u f f i c ie n t  and 
a u te n t ik  te s t im o n ia l !  o f  t h a i r  b u rg h is ' ;  no one was to  receive people
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from suspect places under pain o f  banishment from the burgh fo reve r;  
en try  to  the burgh was only perm iss ib le  through the po rts  and i f  anyone 
disobeyed th is  ru le  the penalty  was imprisonment and burning o f  the 
person 's  goods. The same s ta tu te  made arrangements fo r  the keeping o f 
the po r ts  at the c a s t le ,  the high k i r k ,  the Gallowgate and Trongate, 
together w ith  the Stockwell 'h e id ' and the green. In the case o f  the 
Drygate and Rottenrow p o r ts ,  these were to  be guarded u n t i l  ' th e  s tu fe  
be in and fe rda r ordour be ta n e '.  Presumably they were to be closed 
a f te r  the harvest and only the other ports  used th e re a f te r ,  these being 
opened a t 6 a.m. and shut a t 6 p.m. These arrangements were to  be 
supervised by ' i l k  b a i l l i e  in t h a i r  awin quarte r  i s ' . 268
This is  the only reference during the 1570s and 1580s to 
a d m in is t ra t iv e  d i s t r i c t s  in the burgh under the superv is ion  o f  
in d iv id u a l  b a i l i e s .  The casual wording suggests th a t  such a system 
already e x is ted .  Yet i t  is poss ib le  th a t  t h is  was a temporary measure 
adopted in response to the c r i s i s ,  fo r  ten years la te r  a s ta tu te  was 
issued which would seem to mark the in tro d u c t io n  o f  a d m in is t ra t iv e  wards 
on a more permanent bas is . On 19 October 1594 i t  was decreed th a t  ' the  
town salbe d e l t t  in q u a r te r is ,  v iz .  in four q u a r te r is ,  and i l k  b a i l l i e  
to  exerce the s ta tu te s  o f  the towne fo r  t h a i r  awin p a r t is  o f  i l k  ane o f  
t h a i r  awin q u a r te r is  th is  y e i r ' .  Lots were cast and each o f  the four 
b a i l i e s  then in o f f i c e  was assigned a d i s t r i c t ,  the burgh being 
quartered across the axes formed by the s t re e ts  leading away from the 
Cross. 269 Four b a i l ie s  were appointed each year between 1593 and 1596 
but th e re a f te r  the more usual number o f  three was reverted to and i t  is 
to  be presumed th a t  the a d m in is t ra t iv e  wards were accord ing ly  redrawn, 
though th is  can not be confirmed from the s u rv iv in g  m inu tes .270
Returning to the measures adopted aga inst the th re a t  o f  plague in 
the autumn o f  1584, fo l lo w in g  the s ta tu te  promulgated on 28 September 
two fu r th e r  acts were issued the next day. The f i r s t  decreed th a t  a l l  
in h a b ita n ts ,  'merchand, c ra ft ism en and v th e r is '  leav ing  the burgh were 
to  inform the b a i l i e s  and ob ta in  a te s t im o n ia l from the town c le rk .  On 
th e i r  re tu rn  they were to  present a c e r t i f i c a t e  'ou t o f  the place 
q u h a ir f ra  thay come' and i f  anyone disobeyed these orders they were to  be 
banished from the burgh fo r  a year and a day and th e i r  houses closed up.
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The second act appointed quartermasters to 'a t tend  to the y a ird  endis, 
b a k y e tt is  and p r iw ie  e n tress is  . . .  and fe rda r to  aduerte is  the b a i l l i e s  
o f  a l l  s ik  personis w i th in  t h a i r  boundis ’ . Two men were appointed to 
the Rottenrow, two to  the Drygate, four to the Wyndhead -  B la c k f r ia rs  
area, seven to the area between B la c k f r ia rs  and the Cross, twelve to the 
Gallowgate -  Trongate area, two to Stockwell and seven each to the areas 
between the Cross and the Barrasyet and the Barrasyet and the B r id g e .271
At the Michaelmas head court held on 13 October 1384 the m agis tra tes 
and coun c il  'mowit upoun vech tie  consideratioun o f  the pest and th a t  
danger may recur unto th a i r  towne throw Lowikis f a i r  q u h i lk  approch is ' 
ordered th a t  no one a ttend ing  th is  f a i r  was to be allowed to enter 
Glasgow w ithou t a te s t im o n ia l ,  and th a t  no indw e lle rs  o f  the burgh 
i t s e l f  were to go to  the f a i r  'u n d ir  the pane o f  banischeing the toun 
fo r  y e i r  and day w ith  t h a i r  f a m i le is . '  In a d d it io n  the opp o rtun ity  was 
taken to  r a t i f y  the s ta tu te  issued on 29 September 'anent thee 
in h a b i ta n t is  o f  t h is  toun anent t h a i r  departing o f  t h is  toun by th a i r  
knawledge and w ithou t t e s t im o n ia l ! . '
Three days la te r  a s ta tu te  was passed order ing  ' a l l  oncowthe 
s tranger is '  to  be banished from the town, a measure aimed at vagabonds 
but no doubt s t im u la ted  by the th re a t  o f  the spread o f  p es t i lence .
The same act ordered four in d iv id u a ls  who had a l l  been c i te d  as lepers 
a t the e a r l i e r  head court ' t o  re te in  thame s e l f i s  w ithe th a i r  awin
h o u s is ' .  Two women, probably also lepers , were ordered to go to the
273h o s p ita l  a t the south end o f  the br idge.
To judge by payments in the accounts to  keepers o f  the po rts  the 
i n i t i a l  c r i s i s  was s h o r t l iv e d ,  la s t in g  from mid-August to la te  October 
1584. 27Zt However a prosecution was brought aga inst W il l iam  Gilmour in 
January 1585 fo r  contravening the plague s ta tu te s  'and s p e c ia l ie  fo r  
bying and b lock ing  and in terchanging w ith  t r a f f iq u e r s  o f  the e i s t  side 
o f  f y i f . '  Gilmour was banished fo r  a year and one day by the 
m agis tra tes and counc il 'and fe rda r induring  t h a i r  w i l l i s ' .  I f  he 
returned w ithou t permission he was to  be put in ward u n t i l  he paid 
£100. John Gemmill who 'was ane persuader o f  the said W il l iam ' was 
banished ' in d u r in g  th e i r  w i l l i s ' ,  i t  a lso being s t ip u la te d  th a t  in h is  
banishment he was not to go to  the east o f  Scotland or any suspect
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place under the pain o f  banishment fo r  e v e r .275 Thus, desp ite  the 
evidence o f  the common good accounts, the th re a t  o f  an epidemic 
continued to be taken s e r io u s ly .  In Ju ly  1585 a s ta tu te  was passed 
re la t in g  to  the G re y f r ia rs  p o r t ,  which i t  seems had been shut up. This 
act gave a spec ia l l icence  to W il l iam  Harvie and e ig h t  o thers to use 
the po r t  but in re tu rn  they were to ensure th a t  no one else entered or 
l e f t  the burgh by th a t  route . F a i lu re  to  ensure th is  would incur a 
f in e  o f  £5 and, fo r  the second f a u l t ,  banishment. Harvie and h is  
associates were only to  use th is  po rt  between 5 a.m. and 7 p.m., a t 
which time they were to  d e l iv e r  the key to ,  presumably, a burgh 
o f f i c i a l  ' t o  be k e p i t . ' 276
By Michaelmas 1585 the s i tu a t io n  appears to  have worsened. Instead
o f  fou r o f f i c e r s ,  s ix  were appointed, 'becaus o f  the p e s t ' . 277
Furthermore the annual s ta tu te s  were continued from the previous year 
en b loc because o f  the 'p e r r e l l  and suspic ioun o f  t h is  present p la g e ' .  
Nonetheless one s ta tu te  was enacted, r e i t e r a t in g  the previous
in ju n c t io n s  aga inst people leav ing the burgh w ithou t perm ission. Indeed
the tenor o f  t h is  act seems to imply th a t  there had been a s izeab le  
m ig ra t ion  which in tu rn  would ind ica te  th a t  the plague was r i f e  w i th in  
the burgh. Having noted th a t  'd iv e rs  and s in d r ie  the comburgessis and 
in h a b ita n t  is  o f  t h is  toun ar d e p e r t i t  and l e f t  the toun' but th a t  these 
people having traded elsewhere might re tu rn  b r in g in g  disease w ith  them, 
i t  was ordained th a t  the names o f  a l l  the people 'quha hes d e p e r t i t  or ar 
to  depert . . .  w ith  t h a i r  w y i f f i s  and b a rn is '  were to be taken up and 
re g is te re d  by the quartermasters. None were to be perm itted  to  re tu rn  
to  the burgh unless they could supply a c e r t i f i c a t e  s ta t in g  'quha ir  
th a i  h a i f  bene sen t h a i r  passing out o f  t h is  toun, quhat hes bene th a i r  
t re d  and t r a f f iq u e  sensyne.' I t  was to be a t the d is c re t io n  o f  the 
m ag is tra tes  and counc il whether such people were to  be ' r e s a v i t '  or 
' debarr i t . ' 278
Whereas there is  l i t t l e  in the records to  in d ica te  the ex ten t to 
which Glasgow was troub led  by the plague in 1574, i t  is  c le a r  th a t  in 
1585 the epidemic d id  reach the burgh. A t te n t io n  has already been 
drawn to  a co n tra c t ,  dated 6 September 1585, whereby the burgh 
borrowed 800 merks from Andrew B a i l l i e  secured aga inst var ious land
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079ren ts  so as to fund expenditure occasioned by the plague c r i s i s .  The
preamble to  th a t  document narrated th a t  the money had been u rgen tly
requ ired  to  provide fo r  those fa m i l ie s  'quha war v i s e i t  w ith  the same
[ i . e .  the plague] and put fu r th  to the m u ir ' ,  otherwise 'de th wald a ls
w e i l l  inva les amangis the f o i r s a id is  fameleis be famene as be the
280f o i r s a id  plage o f  p e s t . '  This is  the sole reference to  the use in
Glasgow a t t h is  time o f  a quarantine area fo r  in fec ted  persons, a s o lu t io n
which i t  is  known was also adopted by the a u th o r i t ie s  a t Ayr. At th a t
burgh inhab ita n ts  s u f fe r in g  from the plague were e x i le d  to  the ' f o u l
mure', a grim encampment on the B u rrow fie ld  where wooden 'ludges ' were
b u i l t  to  house the s ic k  and ' f o u l l  c lengers ' (spec ia l appointees,
drawn probably from the poor) were employed to tend the v ic t im s  and
281d is in fe c t  t h e i r  goods and c lo th in g .  In  a l l  p r o b a b i l i t y  s im i la r  
arrangements obtained at Glasgow.
Further d e ta i ls  o f  the impact o f  the plague in Glasgow in 1585 are
obtained from two instruments r e la t in g  to the a f f a i r s  o f  John Wilson,
pewterer and a former c o u n c i l lo r .  The f i r s t ,  a con trac t  reg is te red
in the burgh act book on 9 December 1585, re la te s  how he and h is  fam ily
were confined to t h e i r  house because i t  was 'suspect o f  the pes t ' and
he had accord ing ly  c o n s t i tu te d  A rch iba ld  Wilson, merchant and a lso a
c o u n c i l lo r ,  as h is  p rocura to r to res ign in to  the hands o f  h is  daughter
Margaret Wilson a tenement in Gallowgate. This t ran sac t ion  was
motivated by ' f a t h e r l i e  l u i f ' ;  nonetheless there was the added
s t ip u la t io n  th a t  ' g i f  i t  p l e i s i t  god to  s p a ir  the said John and
continew him in t h is  present l y i f ' ,  so th a t  he might otherwise provide
fo r  h is  daughter, ' i n  th a t  ca is  the said mergrats in fe f tm en t . . .  to  be
282in e f f e c tu a l l  o f  na a v a i l l  . . .  as g i f  the samyn had ne v ir  bene maid. '
The second document was reg is te red  in the town c le r k 's  p ro toco l book
two days la te r  and recorded severa l in fe f tm e n ts  e f fe c ted  by Arch iba ld
Wilson on John W ilson 's  beha lf ,  i t  being noted however th a t  the sasines
were given by the burgh b a i l i e  on the p u b l ic  s t re e t  because access could
283not be had to the p ro p e r t ie s  on account o f  the plague.
No counc il records su rv ive  between A p r i l  1586 and October 1588 but 
i t  is  c le a r  th a t  the plague continued to  th rea ten the burgh in the 
la t t e r  h a l f  o f  the decade. In October 1588 severa l s ta tu te s  were
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passed ' i n  cons idera t ioun  o f  the apperant danger o f  the pest now in 
P a is la y ' .  These were s im i la r  to  those enacted in previous years : 
movement was r e s t r ic te d  and steps taken to  guard the p o r ts .  In March 
1589 burgess f in e s  were given to two men fo r  the loss they had 
susta ined, the one having had to burn down h is  house in the Rottenrow, 
the o ther having had h is  horse s to len  w h ile  he was held 'as suspect o f  
the p e s t . '  284
In the f i r s t  decade o f  the seventeenth century another plague 
epidemic broke o u t . Between June 1605 and September 1606 the Glasgow 
m agistrates and coun c il  passed severa l acts in an attempt to  prevent 
the disease reaching the burgh. As before in ju n c t io n s  were issued 
p ro h ib i t in g  contact w ith  the in fec ted  areas : Lanark and Peebles (June 
1605); Le i th  and L in l i th g o w  (Ju ly  1605); Edinburgh and L e i th  (August 
1605); Edinburgh and St. Andrews (June 1606).285 Their e f f o r t s  were 
unsuccessfu l. In September 1606 ' t r y e l l  being tane o f  the seiknes in 
A rch iba ld  M u ir is  hous and Marioune Walker h is  mother and fund to be 
the p lage' i t  was ordered ' t o  be ask i t  o f  the sa id  Marioune guha la s t  
f re g u e n t i t  w ith  h i r  and quhat sche ra r is  schewr w ith  h i r . ' Measures 
were then taken to conta in  the outbreak, i t  being s t ip u la te d  th a t  a l l  
pets were to be confined indoors or k i l l e d  and th a t  any persons who 
disobeyed an order to confine  themselves w i th in  t h e i r  homes was ' t o  
be ha ld in  as p e s t i fo ru s  person is and t r a n s p o r t i t  to  the Muir w ith  t h a i r  
h a i l l  howshaldis and g u i d i s . ' 286 Although, as has been noted, i t  is 
known th a t  the burgh 's waste lands were used as a quarantine area in 
the 1580s, 287 th is  was the f i r s t  s ta tu te  to  re fe r  to  t h is  p ra c t ic e .  
Later in the same month another act was issued which provided fo r  the 
maintenance o f  the poor ' t h a t  may happin to be in c lo s i t  or removeit to 
the Mu i r .  ' 288
The plague would continue to  ravage the popu la tions o f  the towns 
and r u ra l  areas o f  Scotland u n t i l  the 1650s. Nonetheless the 
p reven ta t ive  measures adopted by the a u th o r i t ie s  in Glasgow and 
elsewhere (quarantine , c o n t ro l  o f  popu la tion  movement, d is in fe c t io n )  
began to  have th e i r  e f fe c t  and ensured th a t  the v i s i t a t i o n  which s truck  
London and severa l areas in England in 1665-66 d id  not pass north  o f  
the b o rd e r .289
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Akin to  the steps taken to p ro te c t  the town from plague were those 
s ta tu te s  which re la te d  to c i v i l  defence. The burgh 's  p o r ts ,  used to 
c o n t ro l  access to  the town in times o f  plague, were also an in te g ra l  
p a r t  o f  Glasgow's defence system during periods o f  c i v i l  s t r i f e ,  the 
more so since the town was not w a lled . During the c r i s i s  o f  May 1568, 
which culminated in the b a t t le  o f  Langside, and the subsequent c i v i l  
war which raged between the supporters o f  the queen and those o f  the
young k ing  i t  is  known th a t  the burgh was from time to time
threatened by marauding p a t r o ls 290 and the act books o f  t h is  period 
(which are no longer ex tan t)  no doubt contained severa l s ta tu te s  r e la t in g  
to  the maintenance o f  the town's po rts  and the performance o f  the watch. 
In d ic a t iv e  o f  the u n c e r ta in t ie s  o f  these years was a l e t t e r  sent by 
John e a r l  o f  Mar (a supporter o f  the k ing ) to the b a i l i e s  and counc il 
o f  Glasgow on 3 A p r i l  1570, assuring them th a t  they need not fear the 
a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the Marian forces commanded by the e a r l  o f  A r g y l l ,  then in 
the v i c i n i t y  o f  the burgh; however he concluded by s ta t in g  th a t  
' g i f  thay w i l  mak to  t ru b le  you w ithou t o ffence do the
best ye can fo r  your own sa fe ty  and g i f  i t  comes to
e x tre m it ie s  you sa l be a s s u r i t  o f  ass is tance; in t h is  
mein tyme use your s e l f i s  a ls  d i s c r e i t l i e  and be 
circumspect fo r  your own w e i l l i s  and p re s e rv a t io u n . ' 291
By 1574 these troub les  had subsided and fo r  the f i r s t  fou r years o f  the 
main per iod under cons ide ra t ion  peace re igned. However in the spr ing  
o f  1578 the regent Morton was deposed in a coup which brought the e a r ls  
o f  A rg y l l  and A th o l l  to power. The ir ru le  was s h o r t - l iv e d  and 
Morton regained c o n t ro l ,  but fo r  a time there was the p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  a 
re tu rn  to  c i v i l  s t r i f e .  No doubt w ith  a view to securing s t a b i l i t y  
Glasgow (and presumably o ther burghs) was ordered to  mount spec ia l 
watches, the common good accounts record ing  payments made in May and 
June 1578 to  c e r ta in  men ' f o r  keeping o f t h e s t e p i l l  conforme to  the 
king is  grace charge .' 293 The burgh a u th o r i t ie s  a lso took t h e i r  own 
p reven ta t ive  measures. On 10 March 1578 the p rovost, b a i l i e s ,  counc il 
and deacons ordained th a t  ' th e  act maid anent the hag bu tt is  be 
r e n e w i t . ' A l l  men o f  substance ( 'ewery ane substantious and h a b i l l  
man' -  presumably the burgesses) were to  have a f irea rm  w ith  s u f f i c ie n t  
powder and shot. Others were to  p rov ide themselves w ith  'ane lang
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sp e ir  . . .  s t e i lb o n e t t i s  suord and b u k le r ' .  The deacons were Ins truc ted
to supervise these arrangements among the craftsmen and to ' g i f  vp in
t i c a t  s e u e ra l l ie  how mony o f  the ane s o r t  and how mony o f  the wther'
there were, w h ile  the b a i l i e s  were to  oversee the merchants and the
' r e s t  in h a b i ta n t is  nocht haveand dekynn is , ' and repo r t  back to the f u l l
coun c il  in ten days. At the same time i t  was ordered th a t  ' the  auld
p o r t is  o f  the towne be re fo rm it  and m e n d i t ' .294 On 21 March the provost,
b a i l i e s ,  coun c il  and deacons reconvened and 'a p p o y n t i t  t h a i r
wapinschawing according to t h a i r  s ta tu te  to be on the daye o f  the
Symmerhill n i x t '  and tha t  a l l  men were to appear armed 'as th a i  are
commandit1 ( i . e .  by the s ta tu te  o f  10 March), or be f ined  20s. 295 The
c r i s i s  passed, seemingly w ithou t in c id e n t.  Indeed there is  no fu r th e r
reference to e i th e r  t h is  wapinschaw or the Summerhill meeting o f  1578 
296in the records.
I t  is  not c le a r  how o ften  wapinschaws were held . While i t  may have
been the o r ig in a l  in te n t io n  tha t  these be annual events they appear to
have been less regu la r  by the 1570s. C e r ta in ly  they were ra re ly
mentioned in the records. I t  is known th a t  one was held on 10 October
1575 because at the Michaelmas head court held on the next day, two
f le sh e rs  were f ined  fo r  absenting themselves ' f r a  the gen e ra l l
297wapynschawing ha ld in  on the Greyne'. A reference in the accounts to 
wine and bread given to  Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox, the provost, 'on the 
greyn on horsback on Vitsontysdaye 1579' may re fe r  to  a wapinschaw but 
t h is  is  c o n je c tu ra l .298
The accounts also include references to  powder being provided to
299the 'young men' or lo c a l m i l i t i a  during the c r i s i s  o f  March 1578, 
and they were also involved in the siege o f  Hamilton one year la te r ,  an 
in c id e n t  which was occasioned by the regent Morton's de term ination  to 
break the power o f  the Hamilton fa m i ly .  300 The prec ise  id e n t i t y  o f  
these 'young men' and th e i r  mode o f  o rgan isa t ion  remain something o f  a 
mystery, but a s ta tu te  passed on 27 Ju ly  1582 d isc loses  tha t  the 
burgh possessed banners and a p ro v is io n  o f  weapons. On th a t  occasion 
i t  was ordained th a t  ' the  anseinyeis o f  the toun, ane or maa, w ith  the 
palyeoun and wther ly k  ordinances p e r te in in g  to  the commowne-schipe o f  
Glasgow in commown fo r  w e i r f a i r '  were to  be de l ive red  to  the incoming
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b a i l i e s  each year on t h e i r  e le c t io n ,  fo r  sa fekeep ing .301
Apart from p ro te c t in g  the burgh from ex te rna l th re a ts ,  the 
m ag is tra tes  and coun c il  were a lso  concerned w ith  the p rese rva t ion  o f  
the k in g 's  peace w i th in  the burgh. I t  is  thus appropria te  to consider 
the s ta tu te s  r e la t in g  to the maintenance o f  law and order alongside the 
burgh 's  c i v i l  defence measures.
The burgesses were ob liged by th e i r  oath o f  admission to undertake
302watch and ward (o r  the p o l ic in g  o f  the burgh). The only in d ic a t io n  
th a t  performance o f  these du t ies  was expected during the main period 
under d iscuss ion is  found in Ju ly  1577 when s ix  t a i l o r s  were found 
g u i l t y  o f  having refused to appear 'a rm e it  to  h a i f  k e ip i t  the t o lb u i t h t  
s t a i r * o t h e r w i s e  i t  would appear th a t  the p o l ic in g  o f  the burgh was 
l e f t  to  the o f f i c e r s ,  there being no references to  watch during the 
1570s and 1580s. However in March 1595 a s ta tu te  was issued which 
appears to  have re in troduced a systematic watch : e ig h t  persons (two 
each a t the Wyndhead, B la c k f r ia rs ,  the Cross and the Nether Barrasyet) 
were to  'pu t thame s e l f f i s  in armour s u f f i c i e n t l i e ' and p a t ro l  the 
s t re e ts  a t n ig h t  w ith  powers to  apprehend 'th e  nycht w a lk e r is '  and 'se rs  
houssis suspect, and g i f  th a i  re fu is  to  oppin the d u r r is  to  brek the 
same.' Presumably the appointees, who were to  be chosen by ' i l k
b a i l l i e  w i th in  t h a i r  q u a r te r ' ,  were drawn on ro ta t io n  from the burgess
. , 304community.
A time o f  p o te n t ia l  d is turbance was the annual f a i r ,  held in Ju ly  
and proclaimed at the Craigmak court on the f a i r  eve. Proclamation o f  
the f a i r  was made by the mair o f  fee (a r e g a l i t y  o f f i c i a l )  a t the 
Green and by a burgh o f f i c e r  a t the Cross, and t h is  pronouncement 
made in the k in g 's  name 'and in name and beha lf  o f  the p ro v e is t  and 
b a i l l i e  o f  the baronie and in name o f  the b a i l l i e s  o f  t h is  toun' may 
be considered as one o f  the bye-laws or s ta tu te s  enforced by the burgh 
a u th o r i t ie s , th o u g h  i t  was never re fe rre d  to  as such. I t  ordered tha t  
'nane o f  oure Souerane Lord is  le g is  cumand to  t h is  f a i r  
reparing t h a i r i n  gangand t h a i r f r a  do ony h u r t  or 
trub lens  ane to ane v ther fo r  auld d e t t  or new d e t t ,  
auld fe id  or new fe id ,  bot l e i f  peceablie and vse 
t h a i r  merchandice and eschange vnder Goddis pece and
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our Souerane lo r d is  p ro tec t ioun ,  under a l l  h ie s t  pane
and charge th a t  may be impvt to  thame doand in the
con tra re  and to be c a l l l t  and accus lt  fo r  breking the
K ing is  M aieste is  pece and troublance o f  h is  hienes 
305
m erca tt . '
Nonethless these s t r i c tu r e s  can not have been f u l l y  observed, as the 
m ag is tra tes  and coun c il  found i t  necessary to  take fu r th e r  
p recau tions . Thus, on 6 Ju ly  1574 at the Craigmak court i t  was 
ordained th a t  every booth holder was to keep in readiness a t h is  s t a l l  
'ane h a lb e r t ,  ja k  and s te i lb o n e t  fo r  eschewyng o f  s ick  inconuen ien tis  
th a t  may happin conforme to the auld s ta tu te  maid th a i r a n e n t . ' 306
In arming the inhab itan ts  the magistra tes hoped to prevent t ro u b le ,
the source o f  which was expected to be the s trangers  who would be
a t t ra c te d  to  the f a i r .  However these arrangements could b a c k - f i r e ,  as
occurred in 1583. On 6 Ju ly ,  the eve o f  the f a i r ,  a wapinschaw was held
a t which a tumult broke out between the merchants and craftsmen
'concernyng th e i r  ranking and p laceing th a m e -se lf is  in tyme o f
m u s to u r is ' .  This inc iden t has already been f u l l y  discussed but among the
measures taken in consequence o f  the r i o t  was a spec ia l s ta tu te  issued
the next day whereby anyone who broke the peace would be f ined  £100 and
banished, and the act o f  Ju ly  1574 (quoted above) was suspended :
'o rdan is  e u i r ie  man put f ra  him in the meanetyme h is  armouris and th a t
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nane be fund w ith  armour by accustomit m an ir . '
The act o f  7 Ju ly  1583 has ju s t  been re fe r re d  to  as a 's p e c ia l
s t a tu te ' .  The margin note in the act book describes the en try  as a
s ta tu te  but i t  was u n l ike  a l l  the measures thus fa r  considered. I t
arose out o f  a p a r t ic u la r  event and was to  run only u n t i l  the court met
to  consider the cause o f  the r i o t .  I t  was not passed in the presence o f
the c o u n c i l ,  and although the s i t t i n g  o f  7 Ju ly  was not a court w ith  the
dempster present, i t  was a q u a s i- c u r ia l  meeting presided over by two
308
b a i l i e s ,  W il l iam  Cunninghame and Mr Adam Wallace. This s ta tu te  was 
r e a l l y  a j u d ic i a l  decree, ra th e r  than a s ta tu te  in the sense o f  a bye- 
law,and the same may be sa id o f  one o ther item re fe r re d  to as a 
's t a tu te '  in the records. A minute o f  11 June 1574, endorsed in the margin as 
's ta tu tum , commone p rocura tour, wrang' records th a t  severa l burgesses
297
had t h e i r  freedoms removed and were ordered to  be imprisoned fo r  'coming
309m armes con tra r  the provest b a i l l i e s  and h a i l l  tounsch ip '.
Another s ta tu te ,  also re la t in g  to the maintenance o f  the peace, 
occupies an even greyer area, fo r  though j u d i c i a l  in i t s  content, i t  
can be seen as a bye-law o f  s o r ts .  In October 1583 W il l iam  Nesbit was
prosecuted fo r  an a t ta ck  on John F in layson 'under cloude o f  nych te . '
A f te r  h is  punishment had been recorded, the minute (which is  described 
as a s ta tu te  in the margin) ended by emphasizing th a t  the p e n a lt ie s  
incurred by Nesbit were to 's t ra ke  upoun a l l  v th e r is  th a t  abuses th a i r  
nych tbouris  in the l i k e  s o r t e . ' 310
The measures r e la t in g  to  c i v i l  defence and the maintenance o f
order form the s ix th  and f i n a l  group o f  s ta tu te s  to  be considered. I t
is  now necessary to  examine the corpus o f  burgh le g is la t io n  as a whole 
w ith  a view to  determining to what ex ten t the m agis tra tes and c o u n c i l 's  
w i l l ,  as expressed in the s ta tu te s ,  was put in to  e f fe c t .
3. The Effectiveness o f Burgh Leg islation
16 is  c le a r  tha t  the measures introduced by the m agis tra tes and
coun c il  could be circumvented by the supe rio r  and the crown. Thus the
in f luence  o f  archbishop Boyd as supe rio r  ensured the re insta tem ent o f  an
o f f i c e r  whom the a d m in is tra t io n  had p rev io us ly  dismissed, desp ite  the
exis tence o f  le g is la t io n  which s p e c i f i c a l l y  p ro h ib ite d  such a
p ra c t ic e .  311 S im i la r ly  the c o u n c i l 's  attempts to  r e s t r i c t  the number
o f  persons admitted g ra t is  to  burgess-ship foundered on the a b i l i t y  o f
the crown-nominated provosts to  ignore the burgh 's  wishes w ith  impunity
312and continue exe rc is ing  th e i r  patronage unhindered. When however i t
is  re c a l le d  th a t  the b a i l ie s  were appointed by the archbishops and tha t
the crown exercised considerable in f luence  in the a f f a i r s  o f  the burgh
313during t h is  per iod , i t  is  hard ly  s u rp r is in g  th a t  c e r ta in  items o f  
le g is la t io n  were trea ted  in t h is  manner. Of more in te re s t  is the 
re la t io n s h ip  which ex is ted  between the a d m in is t ra t io n  and the burgess 
community.
The m agistrates and c o u n c i l lo rs  formed a c lo s e -k n i t  o l iga rchy  314 
and i t  might the re fo re  be supposed th a t  they regarded themselves as
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answerable to  no one, save the supe rio r  and the crown. However there can
be l i t t l e  doubt th a t  they were conscious o f  the need to take in to  account
the wishes o f  the burgess community so as to  ensure the e f fe c t iv e
execution o f  t h e i r  p o l ic ie s .  The a d m in is t ra t io n 's  responsiveness to  the
community's des ires was shown on severa l occasions. In September 1575
the m agis tra tes and counc il  were p e t i t io n e d  by the 'burges sonnys' who
desired th a t  the scheme o f  admission f in e s  introduced in June 1574 be
abolished so th a t  ' t h a i r  f ines  be m it ig a t  and th a i  nocht h a n d l i t  as
s t r a n g e r is ' ,  and even tua lly  in May 1577 a more equ itab le  system was 
315indeed adopted. The community's oppos it ion  to the a l ie n a t io n  o f
common lands, set out in another p e t i t io n ,  led to  a moratorium being
316placed on fu r th e r  feus o f  those lands in June 1576, w h ile  the
a d m in is t ra t io n  even tua lly  had to  abandon i t s  p o l ic y  o f  a s t r i c t i n g  the
317in h a b ita n ts  to  the town m i l l s  in the summer o f  1581. An awareness
o f  the wishes o f  the community may a lso be detected in the re luc tance  o f
the a u th o r i t ie s  to  s te n t  the burgh fo l lo w in g  the loss o f  i t s  s a l t  
318stocks in 1579, and in the c o u n c i l 's  cautious approach when dea ling
319w ith  the question o f  the upkeep o f  the high k i r k .
Indeed i t  was in matters touching on the common good o f  the burgh
( in  both i t s  narrow sense, the revenues accruing from land ren ts ,
admission f ines  and the pe t ty  customs, and in i t s  wider sense, the basic
resources o f  the burgh, i t s  markets and i t s  common lands) th a t  the
c o u n c i l 's  dependence on the community's cooperation was a t i t s  most
e v iden t.  The common good was, as i t s  name makes c le a r ,  fo r  the b e n e f i t
o f  the community. I f  the counc il wished to increase income ( fo r  example
by ra is in g  admission f in e s )  or c a p i ta l is e  resources (by s e l l i n g  o f f
parce ls  o f  common lands), i t  requ ired the assent o f  the community and,
as the foregoing examples show, i f  t h is  was not obtained the
a d m in is t ra t io n  was ob liged to abandon i t s  p o l ic ie s .  Equa lly , the
l im i ta t i o n s  inherent in the income accruing from the common good meant
th a t  ex tra o rd ina ry  c a l ls  on expenditure could only be met through
s te n t in g  the burgesses, and th a t  could only be done i f  the community
assented to  the im pos it ion . Thus the in f l e x ib le  nature o f  the common
good ensured th a t  w h ile  counc ils  might be o l ig a rc h ic  in t h e i r
composition, they could not a f fo rd  to  b e a rb i t ra r y  in t h e i r  
320behav io u r.
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However in the m a jo r i ty  o f  instances the c o u n c i l 's  le g is la t io n  
accorded w ith  the wishes o f  the community. This was p a r t ic u la r ly  the 
case w ith  respect to  the measures which regu la ted the burgh 's markets 
and the t ra d in g  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the townspeople. I t  was genera lly  accepted 
th a t  the economy requ ired s t r i c t  re g u la t io n .  Far from being free  i t  was 
to  be r ig o ro u s ly  c o n t ro l le d  by a se r ies  o f  n a t io n a l and lo c a l  laws and 
s ta tu te s  which determined who could buy and s e l l ,  which commodities 
might be r e ta i le d  by whom, and when and where these products could be 
marketed. Prices were f ixed  by the burgh a u th o r i t ie s  and specu la t ion  in 
the form o f  f o r e s ta l l i n g ,  engrossing and re g ra t in g  was s t r i c t l y  
p ro h ib i te d  both by burgh s ta tu te  and by act o f  P a r l ia m e n t .321 A l l  t h is  
o f  course was in sharp con tras t to  the la te r  ideas o f  free  market 
e n te rp r is e  and la is s e z - f a i r e , and the p le th o ra  o f  marketing 
re g u la t io n s  opera ting in Glasgow a t t h is  time might seem to modern eyes 
excessive, and in d ic a t iv e  o f  an a d m in is t ra t io n  whose prime concern was 
c o n t ro l  fo r  the sake o f  c o n t ro l .  C e r ta in ly  those economic measures 
which showed the in fluence o f  the k i r k  might tend to  confirm  th is  view 
s ince not a l l  o f  these could be j u s t i f i e d  on the basis o f  economic 
c r i t e r i a  a lo n e .322 However the bulk o f  the burgh 's  economic 
le g is la t io n  was c le a r ly  necess ita ted by the f r a g i le  nature o f  the 
economy which was a l l  too dependent on the performance o f  the harvest,  
and th is  fa c to r  was recognised by the community a t la rge . S im i la r ly  
those s ta tu te s  which sought to  p ro te c t  the burgh loans and the common 
lands from acc iden ta l or w i l f u l  damage were not a source o f  contention  
between the community and the a d m in is t ra t io n ,  and i t  was obv ious ly  in the 
in te re s ts  o f  a l l  ( f re e  and unfree a l ik e )  th a t  the emergency measures 
adopted in 1574 and 1584 when the burgh was threatened by plague were 
observed to the l e t t e r .  However the t a c i t  consent o f  the community to  
items o f  le g is la t io n  was no guarantee th a t  a l l  the townspeople would obey 
the in ju n c t io n s  o f  the m agis tra tes and c o u n c i l ,  and consequently many 
s ta tu te s  included set p e n a lt ie s .
These pen a lt ie s  var ied  in s e v e r i ty ,  the heaviest being those which 
were associated w ith  the plague orders o f  1574 and 1584-85.
Transgressors o f  these s ta tu te s  could face heavy f in e s  o f  £10, 
imprisonment, m u t i la t io n ,  banishment from the burgh ( fo r  a f ix e d  per iod 
or fo reve r)  or death.323 The s ta tu te s  r e la t in g  to  the p ro te c t io n  o f  the
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burgh 's  commons and l iv e s to c k  c a rr ie d  moderately severe p e n a lt ie s ,
ranging from monetary f ines  o f  up to £5, to  confinement in the ' th e v is
h o i l l 1 and the stocks, or banishment. The marketing re gu la t ions  were
supported by a great v a r ie ty  o f  p e n a lt ie s  and these underwent some
m o d if ic a t io n  during th is  per iod . A system o f  esca la t ing  p e n a lt ie s  was
common, s ta r t in g  at a f in e  o f  8s fo r  the f i r s t  f a u l t ,  increasing to 16s
fo r  a seconu offence and f o r f e i t u r e  o f  goods (which were then to  be
d is t r ib u te d  to  the poor) fo r  the th i r d  f a u l t ,  t h is  o f ten  being
accompanied by loss o f  burgess freedom or a p ro h ib i t io n  on t ra d in g  fo r
325a year and one day. There were many v a r ia t io n s  on th is  system. For
example, those who fa i le d  to present whole carcasses to  the market were
i n i t i a l l y  f ined  only 8s fo r  each offence but the graded system was
326in troduced fo r  these cases in 1575. S im i la r ly ,  reg ra te rs  o f  white
bread were f ined  8s fo r  each fa u l t  u n t i l  1582 when they too became
327sub jec t to  the more usual p e n a lt ie s .  On the o ther hand the acts
governing the sale and p r ice  o f  ta l lo w  d id  not use monetary p e n a lt ie s ,
the c u lp r i t s  simply having th e i r  goods escheated on each occasion th a t
they broke the s ta tu te s .  328 Two marketing s ta tu te s  had unusually high
f in a n c ia l  de te rren ts  : the 1578 act re g u la t in g  the p r ic e  o f  wine set
out p e n a lt ie s  o f  £5, £10 and co n f is c a t io n  o f  the o ffend ing  hogshead o f
329wine fo r  the f i r s t ,  second and th i r d  breaches re s p e c t iv e ly  w h ile  th a t
o f  1580 regarding the presen ta t ion  o f  salmon a t the market was
s l i g h t l y  more r igo rous , w ith  f ines  o f  £2 and £5 fo r  the f i r s t  and second
offences and f o r f e i t u r e  o f  the salmon together w ith  loss o f  burgess
freedom fo r  the t h i r d  f a u l t . 330 These acts were unusual, t h e i r  s e v e r i ty
probably r e f le c t in g  the wealth o f  both the r e t a i le r s  and the consumers
o f  these luxury  products. The more usual p ra c t ic e  o f  using small
monetary f in e s  even in cases o f  f o r e s ta l l i n g ,  re g ra t in g  and engrossing
s t ro n g ly  suggests th a t  the a u th o r i t ie s  viewed these p e n a lt ie s  as a
lu c ra t iv e  source o f  income (accru ing not to  the common good but to  the
331m agis tra tes  themselves) and i t  may be noted th a t  in 1584 these minor 
amercements were doubled.332
S e tt in g  aside the severe punishments associated w ith  the plague 
measures, (which would seem to have had the des ired e f fe c t ,  there being 
only four prosecutions under these acts recorded in the m inu tes ) ,333 
the p e n a lt ie s  attached to  the s ta tu te s  on the commons and the markets
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f a i le d  to  discourage con traven t ions . In the three year period 1574-1576 
one hundred such cases were brought to the burgh court ( in v o lv in g  181 
in d iv id u a ls ) .  Prosecutions concerning damage to the commons comprised 
about 47?d o f  t h is  t o t a l .  Typ ica l was the case o f  John Boyd who was 
accused a t the Whitsun court  in 1575 o f  having removed 'ane g r e i t  parte 
o f  the erd o f  thecommoune' and having dug up 'v  or v i  dayeworkis o f  
t u r r i s  and brunt thame', a l l  t h is  being 'con tra re  the a c t is  o f  the 
to u n . '  334 In some instances the m o tiva t ion  fo r  encroachments o f  th is  
s o r t  may have been re a l need ( i n s u f f i c ie n t  w in te r  fu e l  or 
unproductive s o i l )  but in others the involvement o f  prominent 
in d iv id u a ls  ( in  1579 b a i l i e  David Lindsayand James Fleming, master o f  
work) suggests opportunism and greed.335
About 53?o o f  prosecutions o f  s ta tu te  breakers during the years
1574-1576 concerned in fr ingem ents o f  the burgh 's  marketing re gu la t ions
which were so numerous as to  encourage the existence o f  what might be
regarded as a black market. Some in d iv id u a ls  e v id e n t ly  provided 's a fe '
warehouses fo r  f o re s ta l le r s  and engrossers. In May 1575 P a tr ic k
G i lc h r is to n  was found g u i l t y  o f  f o r e s ta l l i n g  the market by s to r in g  f iv e
sacks o f  g ra in  in the house o f  W il l iam  I n g l i s ,  maltman. I t  was however
In g l i s  who a t t ra c te d  the c h ie f  a t te n t io n  o f  the co u r t .  G u i l ty  o f
'h u ird in g  and re s s a i t  o f  b e ir  in h is  k i l l  d ive rs  tymes th is  y e i r  la s t '
the b a i l ie s  decreed th a t  i f  any g ra in  was found in I n g l i s '  house again
i t  was ' to b ee sche t it  vpone the sa id W il l ia m is  charge o n l ie  and nocht
336o f  thame quhom to i t  s a i l  appe rtene . ' F o re s ta l l in g ,  engrossing and
reg ra t in g  in products ranging from b u t te r  and cheese to  f is h  and fowl was
r i f e , 337 but these p ra c t ice s  were not confined to burgesses. Unfreemen
who were p a r t i c u la r ly  debarred from commerce in s tap le  goods (such as
hides and salmon) were forced to  smuggle these goods : in May 1576
Robert G a lb ra ith  from Edinburgh (and the re fo re  unfree) was found g u i l t y
o f  ' f o i r s t a l l i n g  and re g ra t in g  o f  the mercat' through having met at
Govan 'ane Heland bo i t  cummand to the toun and byand f ra  thame being
338vnfremen' severa l q u a n t i t ie s  o f  h ides.
Other marketing offences included the use o f  i l l e g a l  weights and 
measures,339 or the p resen ta t ion  o f  in ed ib le  fo o d s tu f fs  to  the market.3"10 
A few prosecutions were concerned w ith  con traventions o f  the c o u n c i l 's  
p r ic in g  p o l ic ie s  which, i t  w i l l  be re c a l le d ,  covered a le ,  bread,
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ta l lo w  and c and les .341 Infr ingem ents would tend to occur when shortages 
o f  raw m a te r ia ls  (g ra in  and carcasses) pushed the wholesale p r ic e  so 
high as to  make the c o u n c i l 's  assessed p r ice s  unreasonable to  those men 
whose l iv e l ih o o d  depended on the manufacture o f  these products. In 
January 1574 three baxters were accused o f  baking bread o f  in s u f f i c ie n t  
weight and a s im i la r  prosecution aga inst seven baxters was recorded in 
November 1576. That same month a lso saw the ind ictment o f  s ix  
candlemakers fo r  making candles o f  in s u f f i c ie n t  w e ig h t .342 Whether these 
in d iv id u a ls  were motivated by greed or by genuine d i f f i c u l t i e s  occasioned 
by a too wide discrepancy between wholesale costs and the authorised 
r e t a i l  values is d i f f i c u l t  to judge. The former was probably the case as 
i t  is  noteworthy tha t  in the prosecutions in vo lv ing  the baxters (who, 
u n l ik e  the candlemakers were members o f  an incorporated c r a f t )  the 
ind ictments were brought aga inst in d iv id u a ls  and not the whole c r a f t ,  a 
fa c t  which suggests th a t  these men had acted o f  t h e i r  own v o l i t i o n  and 
not as pa r t  o f  an organised oppos it ion  : indeed one o f  the accused in 
the prosecution o f  January 1574 was also found g u i l t y  o f  having 
assaulted h is  c r a f t  deacon.343 Furthermore the evidence o f  the c o u n c i l 's  
p r ic e  assessments ind ica tes  th a t  the burgh economy d id  not begin to  
experience serious d i f f i c u l t i e s  during t h is  decade u n t i l  a f te r  the 
harvest o f  1577.344 Nonetheless these prosecutions provide examples o f  
the type o f  res is tance which the a d m in is t ra t io n 's  p r ic in g  p o l ic ie s  could 
generate .
In fr ingem ents o f  the burgh s ta tu te s  continued to be recorded during 
the remainder o f  the 1570s and 1580s but i t  was always on the basis o f  
in d iv id u a l  disobedience ra th e r  than organised oppos it ion  : the people 
involved simply acted on the premise th a t  the personal gains to  be made 
outweighed the r is k s  involved. Nonetheless the la te  1570s saw an 
important exception to  t h is  ru le  when the m agis tra tes and coun c il  found 
themselves opposed by the f le s h e rs ,  an unincorporated c r a f t .
E v iden tly  the annual s ta tu te s  fo rb id d in g  'b re d in g ' and 'bowbreding' 
(b leed ing o f  l iv e s to c k  p r io r  to  sa le ) were a source o f  constant f r i c t i o n  
between the a u th o r i t ie s  and the f le s h e rs .  Minor contraventions were 
recorded on 9 A p r i l ,  2 November, 23 November and 30 November 1574. 345 
However, on 29 November 1575 m atters became more se r ious :
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' the  h a i . l l  f le s c h o u r is  o f  the toun ar un law it  Ln
amerciament o f  court fo r  contravenyng o f  the s ta tu te s
o f  the toun in bredyng and bowbreding o f  the marts
t h i r  d ive rs  tymes b ig a n e . '346
A year la te r  seven named f le she rs  and 'th e  remanent b r e t h i r ’ were
amerced fo r  not appearing at court when summoned to do so, and a l l  the
f leshe rs  were subsequently found g u i l t y  on 26 February 1577 o f
contravening the s ta tu te s  'an en t is  the breding o f  m a rt is ,  scor ing  o f
347multoun, s e l l i n g  o f  t a l l o u n . ' Despite the fa c t  th a t  the whole c r a f t
had now been amerced tw ice , t h e i r  oppos it ion  continued and the m agistrates
re p l ie d  by prosecuting John Muir, Matthew Watson and John Watson,
f le s h e rs ,  and ' the  remanent b re the r o f  t h a i r  c r a f t '  fo r  'browbreding the
m a rts ' ,  on 3 December 1577. John Muir appeared and ' t u l k  on hand to
produce the p ra c t ic k  o f  E d inburth t anentis  the samyn.' I f  he fa i le d  to
do so the f leshe rs  would have to  pay ' a l l  the unlawis q u h a ir in  th a i  ar
convick in tymes b igane ',  a phrase which suggests th a t  the f le sh e rs  had
gone so fa r  as to w ithho ld  paying t h e i r  f in e s ,  perhaps s ince November 
3481575. Muir produced the necessary documents on December 17 but a
dec is ion  on the matter was postponed to the next law day to  a llow
349examination o f  the evidence. Nonetheless the case was found aga inst
them, and a l l  the f le she rs  were again f in e d ,  on 7 February 1578, although
the backdating o f  the payment o f  outs tand ing f ines  was r e s t r ic te d  to  the
previous Michaelmas: ' the  h a i l l  f leschours  ar fund in the wrang fo r
contravenyng o f  the s ta tu t i s  anentis  the bowbreding o f  the multoun o u lk ie  
350sen michaelmes.' Probably w ith  a view to  b r in g in g  th is  group o f  
r e c a lc i t r a n t  tradesmen under s t r i c t e r  c o n t ro l ,  the m agis tra tes and 
coun c il  issued them w ith  a ' l e t t i r  o f  dekynheid' on 6 October 1580 
whereby they became the n in th  incoporated c r a f t  w i th in  the burgh.351
I t  is  conceivable th a t  the f le she rs  had been, a l l  along, 
endeavouring through th e i r  concerted disobedience to engineer ju s t  such a 
s i t u a t io n  ( the  atta inm ent o f  in co rp o ra t ion )  in the hope th a t  t h e i r  new 
found s ta tus  would in some way p ro te c t  t h e i r  t ra d in g  p ra c t ic e s ;  i f  so 
they were to  be d isappo in ted. Thk e n t i r e  c r a f t  was f ined  again fo r  
'bowbreding' in November* 1588, an in c ide n t which demonstrates th a t  the 
burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  was s t i l l  not prepared to  to le ra te  v io la t io n s  o f  i t s  
s ta tu te s .352
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To conclude th is  d iscuss ion as to  how fa r  the m agistrates and 
c o u n c i l 's  w i l l  was put in to  e f fe c t ,  i t  cannot be denied th a t  the court 
act books record many contraventions o f  the measures which were 
promulgated by the b a i l ie s  and c oun c il .  However these e n t r ie s  should not 
be in te rp re te d  as in d ic a t io n s  th a t  the s ta tu te s  were in e f fe c t iv e ;  ra the r 
th a t  they were unpopular w ith  a sector o f  the community. The number o f  
o ffenders  represented but a small p ropo rt ion  o f  the popu la tion  and the 
p le th o ra  o f  prosecutions shows th a t  the burgh s ta tu te s  were r ig o ro u s ly  
enforced, whether the o ffenders were ac t ing  as in d iv id u a ls  or in 
organised groups such as the f le s h e rs .  So long as the measures issued 
by the m agis tra tes and counc il had the t a c i t  support o f  the community 
they would be c a r r ie d  in to  e f fe c t .
One matter remains to  be considered. At the beginning o f  t h is
chapter i t  was s ta ted  th a t  the s ta tu te s  provide va luable in fo rm ation  as
to  the preoccupations o f  a burgh lo c a l  a u th o r i ty  in the la te  s ix te e n th  
353century . What then was the scope o f  the c i v i l  burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  
in Glasgow, and what were i t s  l im i ta t io n s ?
4. The Scope o f  Burgh A d m in is tra t io n
As has been demonstrated, the burgh 's  s ta tu te s  may be d iv ided  in to
s ix  groups according to t h e i r  sub jec t m atte r. Burgh le g is la t io n  dea lt
w ith  the conduct o f  the town's a d m in is t ra to rs ;  the f in a n c ia l  management
o f  the burgh; marketing and t ra d in g ;  the p rese rva t ion  o f  the common lands
and l iv e s to c k ;  p u b l ic  hea lth  and nuisances; and c i v i l  defence and the
354maintenance o f  o rder. These represented the main spheres o f  in te re s t  
o f  the provost, b a i l ie s  and c o u n c i l lo rs  as a d m in is tra to rs  o f  the burgh 
and w ith  the exception o f  the f i r s t  group a l l  impinged on the l iv e s  o f  
the community.
What is  s t r i k in g  however is the absence o f  s ta tu te s  r e la t in g  to 
e i th e r  education or s o c ia l  w e lfa re , two sub jec ts  which would la te r  
c o n s t i tu te  major concerns o f  lo c a l  a d m in is t ra t io n .  However in the case 
o f  the former a t le a s t ,  the lack o f  le g is la t io n  b e l ie s  the fa c t  tha t  
the m agis tra tes and coun c il  were deeply in te res ted  in education.
Nowhere is  t h is  more apparent than in the dec is ion  taken by the burgh in
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January 1573 to bestow upon the a i l i n g  u n iv e rs i t y  the bulk o f  those 
church revenues over which i t  had obtained s u p e r io r i t y  s ix  years 
p re v io u s ly  through Queen Mary's g i f t . 355 In the preamble to  the 
cha r te r  which e f fe c te d  th is  t ra n s fe r  the magistra tes and counc il 
commented th a t ,  through lack o f  funds, the u n iv e rs i ty  had 'a lmost gone to 
r u in '  and claimed th a t  teaching had become 'u t t e r l y  e x t i n c t ' ,  a s i tu a t io n  
which was described as 'an unbecoming shameful th ing  th a t  amid so great 
l i g h t  o f  the gospel . . .  schools, the seminaries o f  the church and whole 
commonwealth should be despised and neg lec ted . ' The funds t ra n s fe r re d  to 
the u n iv e rs i t y  were to be used to support a p r in c ip a l ,  two regents and 
twelve poor scho la rs . Indeed the burgh a u th o r i t ie s  went fu r th e r ,  
e s ta b l is h in g  a v a r ie ty  o f  regu la t ions  governing the curr icu lum  and s t a f f  
and student d is c ip l in e  which were to be enforced not ju s t  by the re c to r  
and the dean o f  fa c u l ty  but also by the b a i l i e s .  As a r e s u l t  o f  these 
measures i t  was hoped tha t
' t h i s  our mother U n iv e rs i ty  w i l l  b r ing  fo r th  the most 
in v in c ib le  champions and bravest combatants fo r  the
C h r is t ia n  f a i t h  and th a t  therefrom, as from the Trojan
horse, w i l l  sp r ing  fo r th  young men thoroughly equipped 
and t ra ined  to  undertake a l l  the du t ies  o f  the 
commonwealth.'
The twelve poor scholars were to  be sons o f  burgesses 'so w e l l  grounded
in the knowledge o f  grammar as to  be f i t  au d ito rs  fo r  p h i lo s o p h y ',  and
356they were to  be chosen by the town co u n c i l .
Even a l low ing  fo r  the f l o r i d  language o f  t h is  cha r te r  and the fa c t  
th a t  the endowment i t  contained remained inadequate fo r  the purposes 
fo r  which i t  was intended, there can be no doubt th a t  the magistra tes
and co u n c il  were genuinely concerned about the a f f a i r s  o f  the u n iv e rs i t y .
Whether or not they hoped to even tua lly  c o n t ro l  the co l lege  is  open to 
con jec tu re . C e rta in ly  the b a i l i e s  were to  be included among the 
v i s i t o r s  o f  the u n iv e rs i t y ,  w ith  powers o f  a u d it  and the a u th o r i ty  to 
deprive masters found f a i l i n g  in t h e i r  d u t ie s ,  but the cha r te r  a lso 
recognised the ro les  o f  the chan ce llo r ,  re c to r  and dean o f  fa c u l ty  in 
the c o l le g e 's  a d m in is t ra t io n .  However in Ju ly  1577 the co l lege  received 
from the crown the re c to ry  and vicarage o f  the wealthy par ish  o f  Govan 
and s im ultaneously obtained a new c o n s t i tu t io n  which drew i t  once more
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w ith in  the patronage and c o n t ro l  o f  the crown and the church to  the 
exc lus ion  o f  the in f luence  o f  the m agis tra tes and c o u n c i l .  This Nova 
E re c t io , which combined a more modest establishment ( fo r  example there 
were now to  be only four poor scho la rs , nominated by the regent Morton, 
ra th e r  than twelve chosen by the town co u n c i l )  w ith  a more s a t is fa c to ry  
endowment, ensured the c o l le g e 's  fu tu re  and i t s  independence from the 
burgh a u t h o r i t i e s . 357
Although the m agis tra tes and coun c il  f a i le d  to  gain c o n t ro l  o f  the
co l lege  (assuming th a t  such had been t h e i r  in te n t io n ) ,  these same years
saw the r e a l is a t io n  o f  t h e i r  ambitions w ith  respect to  the patronage o f
the grammar school. Burgh grammar schools ( in  which L a t in  syntax and
speech were taugh t) owed th e i r  establishment to  the church, but long
before the Reformation the in f luence  o f  e c c le s ia s t ic a l  patronage had
been diminished in severa l burghs as counc ils  succeeded in asse r t ing
t h e i r  in f luence  in the e le c t io n  o f  the masters, a process which was no
doubt encouraged by the w i l l in g n e s s  o f  the counc ils  to pay the teachers '
358s a la r ie s  and see to  the maintenance o f  the fa b r ic  o f  school b u i ld in g s .
The date a t which the grammar school o f  Glasgow came in to  being is not
known bu t i t  was in ex istence by 1461, in which year Simon D a lg le ish ,
p recentor and o f f i c i a l  o f  Glasgow, granted a tenement on the west side
o f  High S tree t fo r  the use o f  the master and h is  scho lars . 359 Although
the m agis tra tes and counc il were appointed patrons o f  t h is  g i f t  i t  is
c le a r  th a t  the church maintained o v e ra l l  c o n t ro l  o f  the school fo r  in
an instrument o f  1494 the archbishop confirmed the a u th o r i ty  o f  the
chance llo r  o f  the diocese w ith  respect not ju s t  to the teaching o f
grammar but a lso a l l  'boy ish s tu d ie s ' w i th in  the b u rg h .360 In 1508 the
burgh claimed the r ig h t  to  choose the master o f  the grammar school,
361though i t  is not known w ith  what r e s u l t ;  in a l l  p ro b a b i l i t y  the
burgh fa i le d  to  prosecute i t s  c la im  su cce ss fu l ly  a t t h is  time ( ju s t  as
three years la te r  the burgh court  f a i le d  to  assert i t s  independence o f
362the archb ishop 's  o f f i c i a l ' s  cou r t)  but i t  is  q u i te  poss ib le  th a t  
f in a n c ia l  and p o l i t i c a l  exigencies encouraged the archbishops to accede 
to  the burgh 's  ambitions to  adm in is te r the school a t some po in t  p r io r  to 
the Reformation.
However th a t  may be, the co l lapse  o f  the o ld  e c c le s ia s t ic a l
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a d m in is t ra t io n  in the a ftermath o f  the re v o lu t io n  o f  1560 assured the
burgh o f  i t s  p o s i t io n  w ith  respect to  the patronage o f  the grammar
school. At some p o in t  p r io r  to 1573 the chap la in ry  o f  A l l  Saints was
assigned by the m agis tra tes and counc il fo r  the support o f  the master
o f  the grammar school through a generous arrangement which reserved a l l
363o f  the revenues, in c lu s iv e  o f  the th i r d s ,  to the incumbent. The
coun c il  minutes record th a t  on 13 November 1582 the then master, Mr. 
P a tr ic k  Sharp, 'd e m i t t i t  h is  o f f i c e  tog idder w ith  the cha p e lla n r ie  o f  
A lha l low  a l t e r '  in to  the hands o f  the provost, b a i l ie s  and c o u n c i l .  Mr. 
John Blackburn was chosen to be the new master o f  the grammar school and 
he, l i k e  h is  predecessor, was to enjoy the f r u i t s  o f  A l l  Sa ints 
chap la in ry  during h is  period o f  tenure, which could be term inated at 
three months' no t ic e .  Thus i t  is c le a r  th a t  by th is  time the grammar 
school was f i r m ly  under the patronage and management o f  the burgh, 
though i t  may be noted tha t  in e le c t in g  Blackburn the m agis tra tes and 
c o u n c il  had taken the advice o f  ' the  m a is te r is  o f  the V n iu e rs i t ie  and 
w the r is  ha ifand power be act o f  p a r l ia m e n t ' ,  a reference to an act o f  
1567 whereby the new church had been vested in the r ig h t  to exerc ise a 
degree o f  superintendence over burgh schoo ls . ^64
There are only a few other references to  the grammar school during
the main period under d iscuss ion . In November 1577 the master o f  work
was ordered to  make the b u i ld in g  'w a t t i r f a s t '  and the accounts confirm
365th a t  the thatched ro o f  o f  the school was indeed renewed. Payments 
in the 1583-84 and 1584-85 accounts re la te  to fu r th e r  expenditure on the 
fa b r ic ,  which c le a r ly  continued to give cause fo r  concern.’566 In August 
1600 the school was declared to  be 'a l to g id d e r  rw inus ' and steps were 
taken to conduct major re p a irs ,  i t  being minuted th a t  the m agistrates 
and coun c il  considered 'na th ing  mair p r o f i t a b i l l  f i r s t  to the g lo ry  o f  
God n ix t  the w e i l l  o f  the towne to have ane Grammer S c h o le . '367 Four 
months la te r ,  on 22 December 1600, the m aste r's  income was augmented by 
the grant o f  the revenues o f  another chap la in ry .  In a d d it io n  the coun c il  
au thor ised the master to  appoint a doctor (o r a s s is ta n t)  and agreed th a t  
the fees 'o f  s c o l le r is  o f  barnes borne w i th in  the towne or fremenis ' 
were to  be increased to 6s 8d per q ua rte r ,  5s o f  which was to  be paid to 
the master and the remainder to  the doc to r.  F in a l ly  i t  was ordained 
th a t  the master was to  repo r t  to  the coun c il  each month ' t o  abyde t r y a l l
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o f  h is  in s t ru c t in g  and o f  h is  d o c to r is ,  v therwyis  the augmentatioune 
to  be d i s c h a r g i t . ' 368
This act o f  December 1600 is  the e a r l ie s t  ex tan t piece o f  burgh 
le g is la t io n  about the grammar school. Nevertheless i t s  p rov is ions ,  
together w ith  the comments in the minute o f  August 1600 regarding the 
b e n e f i ts  d e r iv in g  from th is  in s t i t u t i o n  (and the severa l measures 
adopted to  improve the schoo l 's  premises), show th a t ,  desp ite  the 
pauc ity  o f  s ta tu te s  concerning the grammar school, the education o f  the 
burgh 's youth was an important concern o f  the lo c a l  a d m in is t ra t io n .
Who p re c is e ly  received education a t the grammar school? In 1496
Pariiament urged burgesses to  send t h e i r  e ldes t  sons and h e irs  at the age
o f  e ig h t  or nine to  school, there to  remain ' q u h i l l  they be com petentlie
369fo u n d it  and have p e r f i t e  la ty n e . '  The reformers, however, in the
f i r s t  Book o f  D is c ip l in e  had advocated an educated youth ir re s p e c t iv e
o f  the s o c ia l  s ta tus  o f  the c h i ld re n 's  pa ren ts ."570 The only c lue to
the p ra c t ic e  fo llowed in Glasgow comes from the c u r io u s ly  worded act o f
December 1600, quoted above. This could be read to suggest tha t
unfreemen's ch i ld re n  were taught a longside the c h i ld re n  o f  burgesses
(assuming th a t  t h e i r  parents could a f fo rd  the fees).  I t  is also
poss ib le  th a t  g i r l s  as w e ll  as boys were taught, though i f  so they would
have received in s t ru c t io n  in English ra th e r  than L a t in ,  fo r  such an
371arrangement was fo llowed a t the Ayr grammar school before 1600.
English was c e r ta in ly  taught in Glasgow at the school attached to
the ru in s  o f  the c o l le g ia te  church o f  St. Mary and St. Anne, ca l le d
v a r io u s ly  ' th e  new k i r k  s c o le ' ,  ' th e  I n g l i s  Scho le ',  'T ronega it  Scole'
372or scole vernacu le . The burgh coun c il  was c lo s e ly  involved in i t s
ad m in is t ra t io n  and probably acted as i t s  patron by v i r tu e  o f  the
c o u n c i l 's  e a r l i e r  ro le  as patron to  severa l o f  the prebends o f  the
373c o l le g ia te  church. In November 1575 the coun c il  expended funds on 
the tha tch ing  o f  the school and in the same month granted the master, 
Thomas Cra ig , a burgess f in e  ' f o r  h is  panes.'-574 Craig received a 
fu r th e r  burgess f in e  in February 1577, w h ile  in the 1577-78 accounts i t
is  recorded th a t  he received £10 ' f o r  h is  support in te iche ing  o f  the 
new k i r k  s c o le . '375 During the 1580s h is  sa la ry  was placed on a sounder 
basis fo r  he had e v id e n t ly  come in to  possession o f  S ir  Peter Law's
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chap la in ry  o f  Nomine Jesu in the c o l le g ia te  church which he set to  the
376town in re tu rn  fo r  an annual payment o f  £8.
This school appears to  have occupied the premises fo rm erly  used by
the song schoo l, the o r ig in s  o f  which lay in the p rov is ions  made at the
time o f  the c o l le g ia te  church 's  foundation in the la te  1520s th a t  one o f
the prebendaries was to  be p r o f ic ie n t  in music so th a t  he could conduct 
377such a school. A f te r  the Reformation the church f e l l  in to  disuse and
in 1570 i t s  ru in s  and the a d jo in in g  cemetery, but not the b u i ld in g  housing
the song school ( scola cantus), were disponed by the counc il  to James 
378Fleming. This im plies th a t  the song school was then s t i l l  conducted
a t i t s  o r ig in a l  s i t e  but by November 1575 these premises were occupied
379by C ra ig 's  'new k i r k  s c u le . ' However the song school continued to
fu n c t io n ,  the accounts o f  the burgh 's  common good record ing th a t  a room
was rented fo r  t h is  school elsewhere (though p re c is e ly  where can not be 
380a sce r ta in ed ) .  The k i r k  session records confirm  th a t  the master was
s i r  W il l iam  S tru the rs  to  whom the burgh paid the re n ta l ,  perhaps in l ie u  
381o f  s a la ry .  C e rta in ly  a t t h is  time in s t ru c t io n  in instrum enta l music
and s ing ing  was s t i l l  regarded as important ( in  1579 Parliament decreed
382th a t  byrghs should mainta in song schools) and i t  is  conceivable tha t  
the m agis tra tes and counc il had come to some arrangement w ith  S tru the rs  
along the l in e s  suggested.
F in a l ly ,  w ith  respect to  the c o u n c i l 's  in te re s t  in education,
a t te n t io n  may be drawn to the school bu rsa r ies  which i t  provided. The
burgh 's  g i f t  to  the u n iv e rs i t y  o f  January 1573 s p e c i f i c a l l y  excluded
those church p ro p e r t ie s  over which the co u n c il  had exercised r ig h ts  o f
patronage p r io r  to  Queen Mary's g i f t  o f  1567 so th a t  these could be
bestowed on sons o f  burgesses fo r  t h e i r  maintenance w h ile  a ttend ing  thp
383burgh 's  schools ( in s c o l is  in f ra  dictam c iu i ta te m ). Typ ica l o f  these
p ro p e r t ie s  were the prebends o f  St. Andrew, St. M art in  and Trium 
Puerorum in the new k i r k  held by s i r  Robert Watson. In  1569 he leased 
these prebends to  the burgh and th e re a f te r ,  sub jec t to  an annual 
repayment o f  £26 due to  Watson, these provided an income to the burgh o f7Q/.
c . £42 per annum. Follow ing Watson's death the counc il was able to 
assign £20 from th is  source in January 1581 to  Alexander Graham, son o f  
b a i l i e  John Graham, ' f o r  the space o f  f y fe  ye i r i s  nixtocum fo r  h is
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sus ten ta t ioun  at the scholes ' and these yea r ly  disbursements were
385recorded in the subsequent annual accounts. The minutes conta in
386s im i la r  examples o f  prebends being used to provide bursar ies  but the 
p ra c t ic e  was term inated and the revenues d ive r te d  fo r  the support o f  
the burgh 's m in is t r y  in 1594 because they had been used to support 'the  
r ic h e s t  menis sonnes' (as the example ju s t  quoted suggests) and not the 
poor as had been intended. 387
Turning from education to s o c ia l  w e lfa re  and in p a r t ic u la r  the 
p ro v is io n  o f  r e l i e f  fo r  the poor o f  Glasgow, i t  appears th a t  the 
m ag is tra tes  and counc il played a less a c t iv e  ro le  in t h is  sphere o f  
ad m in is t ra t  ion.
At t h is  time an important d is t in c t io n  was drawn between the a b le -
bodied poor, aged between fourteen and s e v e n ty ,388 and the impotent
poor, the o ld  and the in f i rm .  The former were regarded as vagabonds
whose d i f f i c u l t i e s  were o f  t h e i r  own making and in no way l in ke d  to
economic d i f f i c u l t i e s  which might prevent them ob ta in ing  employment.
They were not to  receive assistance; instead they were discouraged from
begging and i f  they proved contumacious they were to  be subjected to
punistiments ranging from m u t i la t io n  to  death, p e n a lt ie s  which had been
389in fo rce  since a t le as t  1424. R e l ie f  was reserved fo r  the ' a i g i t
puyr impotent and decayed personis . . .  q u h i lk is  o f  n e ce ss it ie  mon l e i f  
390be a lm ous.' Such persons were allowed to beg only in the parishes 
o f  t h e i r  b i r t h  or o f  longest residence and were to  be furn ished w ith  
tokens or badges id e n t i f y in g  them as in d iv id u a ls  e l i g i b le  fo r  r e l i e f .
During the f i f t e e n th  and s ix teen th  cen tu r ie s  Parliament had issued
severa l acts which had vested the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the laws governing
391the poor w ith  the lo c a l  c i v i l  a d m in is t ra t io n s .  Yet the church had
been equa lly  aware o f  i t s  r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  towards the less fo r tuna te
members o f  soc ie ty  and in a l l  p ro b a b i l i t y  provided more p o s i t iv e
assistance to  the poor by way o f  alms and h o s p ita ls  than d id  the
s h e r i f f s ,  barons and burgh m agis tra tes whose prime concern had been the
392c o n t ro l  o f  vagabonds. At the Reformation, the reformers, poss ib ly
conscious th a t  the co llapse o f  the o ld  church would have serious
repercussions fo r  the poor, had asserted th a t  'every severa l K irk  must
393provide fo r  the poore w i th in  i t s e l f e '  a comment which no doubt
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encouraged Parliament in 157* to issue a comprehensive act which, 
besides r e i t e r a t in g  the punishments to  be meted out to 'm a is te r fu l  id le  
beggars ', introduced the concept o f  a compulsory poor ra te ,  to  be 
c o l le c te d  and d is t r ib u te d  by the k i r k  sessions in the burghs and the 
'heidsmen' in the landward parishes.-594 In 1579 there was issued an 
act fo r  the ' punischement o f  strang and id le  beggars and r e l i e f e  o f  the 
pure and impotent' which in substance was very s im i la r  to  the act o f  
157* save th a t  r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  fo r  enforcement in the burghs was 
t ra n s fe r re d  back to  the provosts and b a i l ie s . -595
Yet desp ite  t h is  act o f  1579 the records o f  the burgh o f  Glasgow
conta in  very few references to poor r e l i e f  and when the extan t minutes
o f  the k i r k  session commence in November 1583 i t  is  immediately
apparent th a t  i t  was th a t  body ra the r  than the m agis tra tes and counc il
which then superintended the c o l le c t io n  and disbursement o f  r e l i e f  (and
had probably done so since 157* i f  not from the time o f  i t s  inception
in the e a r ly  1560s).396 Few acts o f  Parliament were fo llowed to the 
397l e t t e r  and i t  is ev ident tha t  in Glasgow a lo c a l  arrangement had been
reached between the counc il and the k i r k  session regarding the
a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  r e l i e f .  This is  confirmed by a minute o f  February
1588 which records tha t  the session p e t i t io n e d  the coun c il  as to  whether
i t  wished ' t o  tak to  thame s e l f  is  the l i b e r t i e  to  g i f f  l icence  onle be
thame s e l f i s  to gadder to  the pure' or instead wished to  r a t i f y  an
e a r l i e r  ordinance (now lo s t )  'q u h i lk  is  th a t  the c o l le c t io u n s  p u b l ic t
in t h is  toun to  be past to the pure may be be the avise o f  the
398m a g is t ra t is  and sessioun concurrand in ane consent t o g id d e r . ' In
e f fe c t  the act o f  1579 was not app lied ; instead the act o f  157*, or 
ra th e r  a vers ion o f  i t ,  was the basis o f  the poor law opera ting  in
Glasgow throughout not ju s t  the 1570s but a lso the 1580s.
The 157* act had ordered the e lders  and deacons in each burgh to 
conduct a census o f  those poor who through b i r t h  or long residence could 
be considered e l i g i b le  fo r  lo c a l ass is tance. They were then to  
c a lc u la te  the cost o f  p rov id ing  sustenance fo r  these poor and ra ise  a 
tax on the inhab itan ts  o f  t h e i r  burghs to  meet th a t  cos t,  the in te n t io n  
being th a t  the poor would no longer beg in the s t re e ts  but instead be 
able to  res ide  in t h e i r  own homes or those o f  o ther townspeople.
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C o lle c t io n s  were to be conducted by the deacons, w h ile  overseers were to 
be appointed who were to  put to work those ' a i g i t  and impotent personis 
not being sa diseased, lame or impotent but th a t  they may w i r k . ' 399
As no Glasgow k i r k  session records su rv ive  from the 1570s i t  can 
not be determined i f  a census o f  the poor was conducted in Glasgow and 
although when the su rv iv in g  minutes begin in la te  1583 i t  is  c le a r  tha t 
the session supervised regu la r  c o l le c t io n s  fo r  the poor i t  is  equa lly  
ev iden t th a t  the monies being co l le c te d  were not payments o f  a compulsory pc 
ra te  (which i t  may be surmised would have been h ig h ly  unpopular). Each 
week on ro ta t io n  one deacon o f  the session was appointed c o l le c to r  fo r  the 
poor. On the F r iday , Sunday and Wednesday he was to  conduct h is  rounds 
'and on the thu r isday  compeir to delyver in the box the s i l v e r  tha t  
salhappin to  be gathered to  the p u r e . ' 400 The weekly t o ta ls  var ied  
cons iderab ly  ( fo r  example, 21s 6d fo r  the week ending 14 November 1583 
but 80s fo r  the week ending 2 January 1584),401 and the vo lun ta ry  nature 
o f  these c o n t r ib u t io n s  is confirmed by an act o f  the session issued in 
May 1587 whereby the e lders agreed to pass through the burgh
'and desyre con tr ib u t io u n s  and help o f  these th a t  may 
sp a ir  sum o f  t h a i r  guddis and g e i r  to  the r e l e i f f  o f  
th a i r  pure . . .  brethren in t h is  toun . . .  as god s a i l  
mowe the ha r t  is o f  these th a t  hes the s u b s ta n c e . '402 
As s t ip u la te d  by Parliament, the re c ip ie n ts  o f  these monies were to  be 
those poor who were prepared to r e f r a in  from begging in p u b l ic ,  the 
'pure househo lders . ' 403 The f i r s t  d is t r ib u t io n  o f  which a record 
su rv ives  took place on 26 December 1583 (when £3 was given to seven 
in d iv id u a ls )  and s im i la r  outgoings were recorded in January, May and 
June 1584. 404 In a l l  a t o t a l  o f  £13 was disbursed to  tw en ty - fou r  poor
people dur ing these months but only four o f  these obtained more than 
one payment, which suggests tha t  assistance was not automatic but 
usu a lly  had to  be app lied fo r  : indeed in c e r ta in  instances 
in d iv id u a ls  promised not to  's u te '  the session aga in .403 I t  should be 
added th a t  there is  noth ing in the Glasgow records to  show th a t  the 
p rov is ions  in the acts fo r  the appointment o f  overseers to  put the poor 
to  work were implemented.
As has already been noted,the mid 1580s marked the beginning o f  a
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period  o f  harvest f a i lu r e s ,  food shortages and r is in g  p r ic e s .406 
In e v i ta b ly  the number o f  poor who were a charge on the burgh began to 
i n c r e a s e r e l i e f  being requ ired  not ju s t  by the es tab lished  poor 
householders but by many people newly reduced to poverty . In ad d it io n  
the number o f  poor was swollen by people m ig ra t ing  to  the burgh from the 
impoverished ru ra l  areas, in d iv id u a ls  who were not e l i g i b le  fo r  
assistance w i th in  the burgh and who posed a ser ious law and order 
problem fo r  the a u th o r i t ie s .
In i t s  attempts to  stem the f low  o f  poor from the ru ra l  areas the
session could look to  the m agis tra tes and counc il fo r  assistance since
only they could invoke the f u l l  r igou rs  o f  the law aga inst vagrants and
id le  beggars. During the plague c r i s i s  o f  October 1574 the coun c il  had
ordered a l l  'p y p a r is ,  f i d l e r i s ,  menstrales or ony wther vagabundis' to
q u i t  the burgh on pain o f  scourging and banishment, only the 'pure
commone beggar is '  being allowed to remain i f  they could prove th a t  they
had been born in the burgh or had been ' lang w i th in  the samyn.' Those
allowed to remain were to ob ta in  'm erk is ' or badges p e rm it t in g  them to
407beg w i th in  the burgh. This was in fa c t  the only burgh s ta tu te
issued during the 1570s and 1580s to  a l lude  to  the r e l i e f  o f  the
le g i t im a te  poor, but o ther measures were c le a r ly  designed to c o n t ro l  the
res iden t and non-res ident ab le-bodied poor, a l l  o f  whom were trea ted  as
vagabonds : fo r  example, the annual s ta tu te  issued from 1577 onwards
th rea ten ing  banishment fo r  any one found p u l l in g  ' s t i b i l l i s  f u r t h t  o f
ony la n d is  about the to u n ';  the act o f  August 1583 o rdering  the removal
o f  a l l  r u ra l  workers save those engaged in the c o l le c t io n  o f  the
harvest,  the others being described as ' i d l e  persounes tha t  w a i t t i s  and
dependis o n l ie  upoun ru b r ie  and d is t ro y in g  o f  c o r n is ' ;  and the
in ju n c t io n  issued in October 1584 in s t ru c t in g  ' a l l  oncowthe s t ra n g e r is '
408to  leave the burgh.
During the 1580s the k i r k  session f re q u e n t ly  sought the assistance 
o f  the m agis tra tes and counc il  in ensuring th a t  the le g it im a te  poor o f  
the burgh ra th e r  than s trangers  received r e l i e f .  For example, in 
March 1586 the session ' i n  respect o f  the derthe and the g r e i t  number 
o f  the in h a b ita n t  is  o f  the toun quha is  pure ' sent a deputation to the 
coun c il  house to consider 'how th a t  the pure may be re le w i t ,  and th is
314
to  be fo llowed fu r th  w ith  e x p e d i t io u n . ' 409 Possib ly  as a re s u l t  o f  
these n e g o t ia t ion s  i t  was s h o r t ly  a fte rwards decreed by the session tha t  
the poor were to assemble in the B la c k f r ia rs  k i r k  to  be inspected by the 
session who would determine 'quha is t h a i r  [ i . e .  the bu rgh 's ]  pure to 
quhom th a i  mai g i f  t h a i r  merkis, and the re s t  th a t  is  nocht t h a i r  awin 
to  be e x p e l l i t  f u r t h t  o f  t h is  t o u n . '410 On 5 May i t  was ordained tha t 
' the  p u i r  w i th in  t h is  toun be m erk it  quherby th a i  may be kenn it  . . .  and 
ressave th a i r  almouses in the toun' but on 2 June another enactment, 
aimed as much a t the souls o f  these in d iv id u a ls  as th e i r  phys ica l 
we lfare, decreed th a t  the poor who had received the 'm erk is ' or begging 
licences were to  assemble ' the  n ix t  Sondaye in the la iche  k irk e  at ten 
houris  and t h a i r  h e ir  the prayers and . . .  quhasumevir o f  the pure 
absentis  thaime f ra  prayers get na meit in the toun.*411
The a u th o r i t ie s '  poor r e l i e f  p o l ic y  was fo u r - fo ld  : the 
es tab lished  poor, the poor householders, were to  be given the alms 
c o l le c te d  by the deacons;412 the o ther le g i t im a te  poor o f  the burgh 
were to  be licensed to beg in p u b l ic ,  sub jec t to  t h e i r  attendance at 
the k i r k  fo r  prayers each Sunday; the non-res iden t poor were not to 
rece ive  assistance and were ordered to  re tu rn  to  t h e i r  par ishes; and 
the able-bodied poor, whether res ide n t or non-resident, were to  be 
punished according to  the acts o f  Parliament as 'vagabonds strang and 
id le  beggars.' However t h is  approach was p a te n t ly  inadequate to  cope 
w ith  the ever r is in g  numbers o f  poor seeking assistance in the burgh.
The exten t o f  the problem can be gauged from the fa c t  th a t  in the three 
years 1586-1588 more than twenty s ta tu te s  were issued by the session 
w ith  respect to  the various aspects o f  poor law a d m in is t ra t io n .  The 
measures adopted in 1586 were repeated in 1587, censuses o f  the poor 
being conducted in January, May and June o f  th a t  year, fo llowed by a 
fu r th e r  issue o f  begging l icences . 413 Simultaneously e f f o r t s  were 
made to  increase the amount o f  money a v a i la b le  fo r  r e l i e f .  Income 
from 'p e n i t e n t is  s i l v e r '  (which would appear to  have been usua lly  used 
fo r  general purposes such as the re p a ir  o f  b u i ld in g s )414 was 
in c rea s ing ly  d ive r ted  to  the needs o f  the poor; 415 spec ia l c o l le c t io n s  
were taken a t the high k i r k ; 416 and in May 1587 the session d iv ided  
the burgh in to  seven d i s t r i c t s  and appointed twenty-seven c o l le c to rs  to 
these, though w ith  what e f fe c t  is  not known.417 In 1588 the session
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was s t i l l  to  be found seeking the m ag is tra tes ' assistance w ith  respect
418to  c o n t r o l l in g  the behaviour o f  uniicensed beggars.
This p le tho ra  o f  le g is la t io n  re f le c te d  the i n a b i l i t y  o f  the
a u th o r i t ie s  to  respond adequately to  the s o c ia l  c r i s i s  w ith  which they
were faced. The only poss ib le  s o lu t io n  was the in tro d u c t io n  o f  a
compulsory poor ra te ,  the levy ing  o f  which had been sanctioned by
Parliament in 1575' and 1579. But th a t  op t ion  was p o l i t i c a l l y
unacceptable to  the leading burgesses who sat on the session and the town
coun c il  and who had to be very m indfu l o f  the wishes o f  t h e i r  peers in
the burgess community. The ir anx ie ty  as to  the community's response
should a poor ra te  be introduced was not e x p l i c i t l y  recorded in the
minutes o f  t h is  per iod ; however i t  was to  be c le a r ly  expressed when, in
1649, the m agistrates and counc il  confirmed th a t  the main source o f  poor
r e l i e f  should remain the system o f  vo lun ta ry  c o n t r ib u t io n s ,  dec la r ing
th a t  they were 'v e r ie  desyreous no to  tak a course [w i th ]  t h a i r
comburgesses fo r  t h a i r  [ the  p o o r 's ]  maintenance as is  a l lo w i t  be the
419law swa long as they may doe v the rw yse . '
Apart from the forms o f  r e l i e f  thus fa r  mentioned, assistance was
also a v a i la b le  in the town's h o s p ita ls  or poor houses. The o ldes t  o f
these was the h o s p ita l  o f  St. N icholas, s i tu a te d  to the west o f  the
b ishop 's  c a s t le ,  which was estab lished  by bishop Andrew Muirhead in
c .1464 .^20 The deed o f  foundation does not su rv ive  but d e ta i ls  o f  i t s
o rgan isa t ion  can be obtained from a minute o f  agreement between the
master and the ' s t a l l e r i s '  which was recorded in the burgh cou r t  act
421book on 1 December 1584. There were places fo r  twelve poor men (a t
422le a s t  one o f  these beds being in the patronage o f  the town c o u n c i l ) .
These inmates were to  receive in a d d it io n  to  t h e i r  monthly allowance 
( t h i s  no doubt being derived from the ren ts  forming the h o s p i ta l 's  
endowment), 'ane new quhyte c la i t h  govne' every three years and ' ane 
p a i r  o f  new d o u b i l l  s o l i t  schone' every year, together w ith  'bedding 
w ith  bed cove r ing is  and b la n k a t t is ,  s t ra y  or heddir w ith  ane grose 
bowster1 and s u f f i c ie n t  coals and candles annua lly . V is i t o r s ,  in c lud ing  
the dean and sub dean, the u n iv e rs i t y  re c to r  and the m in is te r  o f  the 
burgh were appointed to  oversee the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the h o s p i ta l ,  and 
i t  is  ev ident from the composition o f  t h is  group th a t  the h o s p ita l  was
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s t i l l  under the c o n t ro l  o f  the church a t t h is  d a te ;423 indeed i t  d id  not 
pass in to  the c o u n c i l 's  hands u n t i l  1716.424
The h o s p ita l  o f  St. Nicholas was sometimes re fe rre d  to  as the
' f o i r  almoushous' to  d is t in g u is h  i t  from a sm aller b u i ld in g  to  i t s  rear
425known as the 'bak almoushous'. The o r ig in s  o f  t h is  b u i ld in g  are
obscure but i t  may have been an extension to  bishop Muirhead's h o s p ita l
426funded by the burgh. C e r ta in ly  by the 1570s i t  was in the patronage 
o f  the m agistrates and coun c il  and there are severa l re ferences in t h e i r
A O -7
mmutes to  in d iv id u a ls  being given beds in t h is  b u i ld in g .  Allowances 
to  the inmates were paid out o f  ren ts  (p a r t  a t le a s t  being derived from
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a te in d  barn belonging to the parson o f  Glasgow) and these were
augmented by a donation fram s i r  Mark Jamieson in October 1581 which also
bene fi ted  the inmates o f  St. Nicholas h o s p ita l  and the leper colony o f
St. N in ia n 's  at the south end o f  the b r idge , a g i f t  which emphasises
the importance o f  p r iv a te  c h a r i ty  ra th e r  than p u b l ic  assistance a t t h is  
429t ime. The rear alms house provided only four places and these were
apparently  reserved fo r  'certane decay it  burgess i s . ' 430 However by 1600
the b u i ld in g  was in ru ins  and the coun c il  ordered i t s  dem o lit ion ; the
stones* were to be used to re p a ir  the grammar school and the ground
'd e d ica t  ane yarde to the four men in the bak almous hous' (who were
then presumably to be accommodated in the f ro n t  alms house o f  St.
N ic h o la s ) .431 During the fo l lo w in g  decade the merchants and craftsmen,
in accordance w ith  p rov is ions  set out in the L e t te r  o f  G u ild ry ,
es tab lished  ho s p ita ls  fo r  t h e i r  respec t ive  poor and the former revenues
432o f  the back alms house were d iv ided  equa lly  between them.
The t h i r d  h o s p ita l  opera ting during the 1570s and 1580s was tha t 
which had been founded by Roland Blacader in c.1524, s i tu a te d  ou tw ith  
the North Port o f  the burgh. 433 I t  was fo r  the poor and ind igen t coming 
to  the burgh, in d iv id u a ls  who otherwise could expect no assistance 
whatsoever,434 and was placed under the supe rv is ion  o f  the chap la in to 
the chap la in ry  o f  St. John and St. Nicholas in the ca thedra l 
(es tab lished  by Blacader: a t the same time as the h o s p i ta l ) .  However 
the day-to-day management o f  the h o s p ita l  was to  be in the hands o f  a 
keeper and h is  w ife ,  and the deed o f  founda tiong ives  considerable 
d e ta i ls  as to  t h e i r  du t ies  in p rov id ing  bedding, food (green vegetables,
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herbs and l e n t i l s )  and coals fo r  the inmates who were to number s i x . 433 
As the h o s p ita l  was attached to a chap la in ry  i t  passed in to  the hands o f  
the town counc il in 1567, but i t  was e v id e n t ly  not one o f  the p rope rt ie s  
t ra n s fe r re d  to  the co l lege  in 1573 fo r  in 1589 the chap la in ry  and 
management o f  the h o s p ita l  were g i f te d  by the m agis tra tes and counc il to 
Thomas Cloggie fo r  h is  l i f e t im e .  Cloggie undertook to  'ke ip  the tennour 
o f  the fundatioun in a l l  p o in t is '  but instead misappropr ia ted i t s  funds. 43^  
In 1605 the c r a f t s  o f  Glasgow bought out C logg ie 's  in te re s t  in 
B lacader's  h o s p ita l  but f iv e  years la te r ,  having re jec ted  i t  as the s i t e  
fo r  t h e i r  new h o s p ita l ,  conveyed the p roperty  (described by then as 'q u i te  
ru in o u s ')  in to  p r iv a te  hands.437
Thus there was a t o ta l  p rov is ion  o f  twenty-two beds a v a i la b le  in
the h o s p ita ls  in the burgh (twelve at the h o s p ita l  o f  St. N icholas;
fou r a t the back alms house, seemingly reserved fo r  'decay i t  burgesses';
and s ix  a t B lacader's  h o s p ita l ,  reserved fo r  poor r t ra n g e rs ) .  C lea r ly
t h is  was hopelessly inadequate to  meet the needs o f  the aged and in f i rm
in a community o f  the s ize o f  Glasgow and i t  seems in d ic a t iv e  o f  the
c o u n c i l 's  unw il l ingness to provide adequate f a c i l i t i e s  fo r  the town's
poor th a t  i t  does not appear to  have attempted to  use the former church
revenues obtained by crown g i f t  in 1567 to b u i ld  a h o s p ita l  (as tha t
g ran t had suggested i t  might) and instead devoted those resources to
438the support o f  the m in is try  and the co l leg e .  I t  might thus be 
argued th a t  the counc il took the view th a t  the co l leg e ,  were i t  to 
prosper, would bestow kudos on the burgh such as would not be 
forthcoming through the foundation o f  a h o s p ita l  and th a t  the r e l i e f  o f  
the poor could be l e f t  to the e x is t in g  h o s p ita ls ,  the endeavours o f  
the k i r k  session and the c h a r i ty  o f  the townspeople.
Yet such an in te rp re ta t io n  does not do f u l l  ju s t ic e  to the fa c ts .
For one th in g  the former church revenues received through the crown in
1567 were probably inadequate to  endow a h o s p ita l  since they were not
even s u f f i c ie n t  to  meet the needs o f  the town's m in is t r y ,  and i t  was
only a f te r  agreement had been reached as to  the m in is te r 's  s t ipend th a t
439the funds could be released to  the co l lege  in 1573. Secondly, 
education had been id e n t i f ie d  by the crown in 1562 as one o f  the 
le g i t im a te  'god ly  purposes' on which former church revenues could be
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s p e n t ,440 and when these monies were f i n a l l y  given to the co l lege i t  
w i l l  be re c a l le d  th a t  they were to  be used fo r ,  in te r  a l ia ,  the 
support o f  twelve poor s tuden ts .441 Furthermore the accounts o f  the 
1570s and 1580s show th a t  the magistra tes and counc il used the common 
good funds to  d is t r ib u te  alms to c e r ta in  in d iv id u a ls  who, presumably, 
would not normally have been in re c e ip t  o f  assistance from the k i r k  
session. Among the re c ip ie n ts  were o f f i c i a l s  o f  the burgh who had 
f a l le n  on hard t im es,44^  a labourer in ju red  w h ile  b u i ld in g  the 
Gallowgate w e l l , 44-5 'ane pure wowman w ith  mony b a r n i s ' , 444 severa l 
English  and French mariners who had been shipwrecked44^  and a burgess 
o f  Ayr who had su ffe red  a s im i la r  m is fo r tu n e .446 A t te n t io n  may also be 
drawn to the fa c t  tha t  several o f  the c i v i l  a d m in is t ra t io n 's  s ta tu te s  
on marketing ca r r ie d  as pen a lt ie s  the f o r f e i t u r e  o f  produce (a le ,  
bread and meat) fo r  d is t r ib u t io n  to  the p o o r .447 Indeed i t  could be 
argued th a t  the magistrates and c o u n c i l 's  endeavours to m ainta in food 
supp lies  a t reasonable p r ices  during times o f  s c a rc i ty  may have 
produced more p o s i t iv e  re s u l ts  than any d is t r ib u t io n s  o f  r e l i e f . 448 
Thus, although the k i r k  session was the body p r im a r i ly  responsib le  fo r  
the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  poor r e l i e f  in the burgh, the c i v i l  a u th o r i t y 's  
ro le  in t h is  aspect o f  lo c a l government was fa r  from n e g l ig ib le ,  a fa c t  
which is  hard ly  s u rp r is in g  in view o f  i t s  in te re s t  in the re la ted  
sub jec t o f  p u b lic  hea lth  w e lfa re .449
The foregoing discussion o f  education and poor r e l i e f  in Glasgow 
demonstrates tha t  the scope o f  c i v i l  burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  was wider 
than might appear from a cons ide ra t ion  o f  the town c o u n c i l 's  s ta tu te s  
in is o la t io n .  In order to  appreciate the f u l l  ex ten t o f  the 
m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l 's  a d m in is t ra t iv e  a c t i v i t i e s  i t  is  also 
necessary to  examine the contents o f  the burgh 's  common good accounts 
which a lso , and more p a r t i c u la r ly ,  provide d e ta i le d  in fo rm ation  w ith  
respect to  the f in a n c ia l  aspects o f  burgh governance.
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251. Ib id ., 25.
252. G ilbert Skeyne, Ane Breve Description of the Pest, quoted in T. C. Smout, A History 
of the Scottish People, 1560-1830, (London, 1969), 151.
253. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  69.
254. SRA MS C1/1/1 f208v; the quote is  from the 1584 version, C1/1/2 f156v.
255. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff113v, 114v, 206v; see also P395.
256. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  39; see Appendix 2.22, p t . i ,  in V o l . I I ,  P199.
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264. Ib id . ,  237.
265. The measures adopted in 1574 to protect the burgh from the plague are transcribed
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313. See P90-119 passim.
314. See P56-62.
315. See P246, 358-359.
316. See P81-82, 86, 241, 278-279.
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The F irs t Book of D iscip line, ed. J. K. Cameron,(Edinburgh, 1972), 130n.7.
359. Glas. Chrs. ,  i ,  p t . i i ,  436.
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elsewhere is not known : Glas. Rees.,  i ,  124-126.
373. Glas. Chrs, i ,  p t . i i ,  107-112.
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CHAPTER V 
THE COMMON GOOD ACCOUNTS, 1573-85
1. The fin a n c ia l adm inistration
Local government cannot fu n c t io n  w ith ou t a f in a n c ia l  base and in
the burgh o f  Glasgow during  the la te  s ix te e n th  century t h is  was
provided through land re n ts ,  c a s u a lt ie s ,  burgess admission f in e s ,  and
the income obtained from severa l p e t ty  customs. These resources
formed the burgh 's  common good or o rd in a ry  income which was used to
meet the lo c a l  a u th o r i t y 's  o rd ina ry  ro u t in e  expenditure , as d i s t i n c t
from the occasiona l s ten ts  or ta x a t io n s  which the m ag is tra tes  and
c o u n c il  ra ised  to  cope w ith  e x t ra o rd in a ry  f in a n c ia l  demands such as
1
the re p a ir  o f  the high k i r k .  The common good was thus o f  paramount 
importance in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh.
The f i r s t  two s u rv iv in g  act books o f  the burgh court  and coun c il
which cover the main per iod  under d iscuss ion , 1574-1586, con ta in  ten
sets  o f  common good accounts. These are the ' in trom iss iones  w ith  the
commone guddis, a n n u e l l is ,  males and v th e r is  dew ite is  guhatsumevir '
o f  Robert Fleming ( t re a s u re r  1573-74), inc luded because o f  the delay
which in v a r ia b ly  occurred between the end o f  a t re a s u re r 's  term o f
2o f f i c e ,  the c lo s ing  o f  the account and i t s  a u d it  ; Andrew R itc h ie  
(1574-75); John Temple (1575-76); Robert Rowat (1576-77); P a tr ic k  
Glen (1577-78); James Blackburn (1578 -79 );W il l iam  Symmer (1581-82); 
W il l iam  Burns (1582-83); Thomas M i l l e r  (1583-84); and David Donald 
(1584-85). The accounts o f  Convell S tru th e rs  (1579-80) and Robert 
Adam (1580-81) are m iss ing. These must c e r ta in ly  have been audited 
some time p r io r  to  A p r i l  1586 ( a f t e r  which there is  a two and a h a l f  
year gap in  the s u rv iv in g  records) and t h e i r  absence may w e l l  r e f l e c t  
a breakdown in  the ro u t in e  o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n  dur ing the 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  which marked the provostsh ips  o f  Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox and 
S i r  Matthew Stewart o f  M into, 1580-83, (the more so s ince there is  no 
obvious place in  the ac t books from which these accounts might have 
been removed). The accounts o f  the la s t  t re a s u re r  in  t h is  per iod , 
Robert Boyd (1585-86), do not su rv ive  because o f  the loss o f  the 
records between A p r i l  1586 and October 1588 during which time they 
were presumably a u d i te d .3
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The ten s u rv iv in g  sets o f  common good accounts are an u n r iv a l le d  
source fo r  a study o f  the burgh 's  f inances in  the la te  s ix teen th  
cen tu ry ,  the more so because a f te r  David Donald's accounts o f  1584-85 
the next to  su rv ive  are those o f  John Orr, t rea su re r  in  1605-1606.4 
Furthermore the d e ta i ls  o f  expenditure recorded in  these accounts 
prov ide a use fu l supplement to  the in fo rm a tion  obtained from the 
c o u n c i l 's  s ta tu te s  regard ing the scope o f  lo c a l  a d m in is t ra t io n .  
However, before s tudy ing  the contents o f  the accounts o f  the 1570s 
and 1580s i t  is  necessary to  examine c e r ta in  general aspects o f  the 
burgh 's  f i s c a l  a f f a i r s .
F i r s t l y  i t  i s  im portant to  note the f in a n c ia l  arrangements which 
e x is ted  between the burgh and i t s  supe r io r  a t t h is  t ime. In severa l 
k in g 's  or roya l burghs (such as Edinburgh, Aberdeen, Dundee and Perth) 
cons iderab le  f in a n c ia l  autonomy had been obtained through grants  o f  
feu-ferme whereby in  re tu rn  fo r  an annual f ix e d  payment made to  the 
crown these burghs were allowed to  r e ta in  fo r  t h e i r  own uses the 
income which they c o l le c te d  from burgage re n ts ,  pe t ty  customs or 
c o u r t  f in e s ,  i r re s p e c t iv e  o f  the annual value o f  these revenues.5 
Glasgow did  not become a roya l burgh u n t i l  1611,6 p r io r  to  which time 
i t s  supe r io r  was the archbishop ( fo rm e r ly  the bishop) o f  Glasgow. 
However e c c le s ia s t ic a l  and b a ron ia l supe r io rs  f re g u e n t ly  im ita te d  the 
crown. Did Glasgow obta in  feu-ferme s ta tu s  from i t s  superiors?
Although no grant o f  feu-ferme by the bishops to  the burgh 
su rv ives  i t  would seem th a t  the burgh achieved t h is  p o s i t io n  or 
something c lo s e ly  akin to  i t .  Glasgow had a burgh seal by the 
m id - th i r te e n th  century and a provost by the m id - f i f t e e n th  cen tu ry , 
in d ic a t io n s  th a t  the supe rio r  recognised the burgh as a se lf-g o ve rn in g  
community.7 By im p l ic a t io n  such a community must have had some 
measure o f  f in a n c ia l  autonomy and although in  the la te  1450s burgage
Q
ren ts  were s t i l l  apparently  due to  the supe r io r  by 1503 there is  
evidence th a t  such monies were then being c o l le c te d  by the burgh
Q
t re a s u re r  and c re d ite d  to  the common good, a fa c t  which i s  confirmed
by the accounts o f  the 1570s and 1580s which show th a t  the burgh was
10c o l le c t in g  fo r  i t s  own uses ' th e  commone a n n u e l l is  o f  the to u n '.
The burgh was not however complete ly f in a n c ia l l y  independent o f  the
supe r io r  for, w h ile  n e i th e r  the s ix te e n th  century re n ta l  o f  the
1 1archdiocese nor the common good accounts o f  the burgh record any
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payments o f  a ferme to  the archbishops, a coun c il  minute o f  November
1605 d isc loses  th a t  an annual payment o f  s ix teen  merks was due to
the supe r io r  ' f o r  the burrow m a i l l i s  o f  t h is  b u r g h ' . 12 This f ixe d
payment or ferme fo r  the burgh lands, in  re tu rn  fo r  which the burgh
a d m in is t ra t io n  was allowed to  c o l le c t  the ren ts  o f  burgages and
employ the monies thus obtained fo r  the common good, was reserved to
1the archbishops even a f te r  Glasgow had become a roya l burgh in  1611. 
In a l l  l i k e l ih o o d  t h is  payment a lso allowed the burgh to  c o l le c t  and 
use fo r  i t s  own purposes those o ther revenues which appear c re d ite d  
to  the common good in  the accounts o f  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry , 
most no tab ly  the p e t ty  customs o f  the la d le  and the m i l l . 14 These 
customs were g u i te  d i s t i n c t  from the customs o f  the t ron  which the
1 5bishops o f  Glasgow had obtained in  1490 through a crown c h a r te r .
This g rant had given the bishops a free  t ro n  in  t h e i r  burgh and w ith  
i t  the r ig h t  to  enjoy the f r u i t s  o f  the t o l l s  le v ie d  on goods fo r  
export (equ iva le n t  to  the great customs which the crown continued to
1 fiu p l i f t  even from burghs which enjoyed feu-ferme s ta tu s ) .  The
archbishops continued to  c o l le c t  the customs o f  the tro n  u n t i l  1581
17when archbishop Boyd t ra n s fe r re d  these revenues to  the c o l leg e .
I t  is  c le a r  then th a t  by the 1570s the burgh enjoyed a 
considerab le  degree o f  f i s c a l  autonomy, having complete c o n t ro l  over 
the disbursement o f  funds obtained through ren ts  and the pe t ty  
customs (though not the t ro n  customs), in  re tu rn  fo r  an annual 
payment o f  s ix teen  merks made to  i t s  su p e r io r .  How d id  the burgh 
adm in is te r  i t s  f inances?
O vera ll r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  fo r  the burgh 's  f i s c a l  a f f a i r s  rested
w ith  the tre a su re r  who was appointed a t Whitsun each year. His
importance w i th in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  was re f le c te d  in  h is  fee which
18was equal to  th a t  enjoyed by the b a i l i e s .  Equally  the d i f f i c u l t i e s
in he ren t in  the post exp la in  why, un ique ly  among sen ior burgh
o f f i c i a l s ,  the tre a su re rs  served fo r  on ly  one term o f  o f f i c e  each.
19Examination o f  the appointees to  t h is  post shows th a t  they were 
probably a l l  merchants and c e r ta in ly  men o f  some substance, an 
im portan t cons ide ra t ion  s ince i t  is  c le a r  th a t  any over-expend itu re  
had to  be met from the t re a s u re r 's  own resources u n t i l  the time o f  
a u d i t .  Thus, a lthough Robert Adam's accounts fo r  1580-81 do not
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su rv ive  i t  i s  known th a t  he had been ob liged  to  supplement the
monies received from the common good from h is  own pocket, s ince an
en try  in  the 1583-84 accounts records a reimbursement o f  £7 13s 9d
made to  Adam ' t h a t  he was superexpendit a t h is  thesaurer c o m p t '.20
The most s t r i k in g  example i s  a ffo rded  by the experience o f  Robert
Boyd, t re a s u re r  in  1585-86, who was s t i l l  owed 200 merks (£133) by
the burgh fo r  h is  ex tra  ou t lays  made during h is  term o f  o f f i c e  when 
21he died in  1592. C le a r ly  an element o f  personal f in a n c ia l  s t a b i l i t y  
must have been regu ired  o f  the t re a s u re rs .
The t re a s u re r 's  d u t ie s  re la te d  p r im a r i ly  to  the c o l le c t io n  and
disbursement o f  the common good, the burgh 's  o rd ina ry  income and
expend itu re . His ro le  w ith  respect to  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the
s te n ts  ra ised  by the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  is  less  c le a r .  I t  w i l l
be re c a l le d  th a t  two such ta x a t io n s  were au thorised in  the 1570s, a
s te n t  o f  £200 authorised in  1574 to  fund re p a irs  to  the high k i r k  and
22a s im i la r  levy in  1577 to  a s s is t  w i th  work on the paving o f  s t re e ts .  
Although the 1575-76 accounts record th a t  the tre a su re r  received £20 
' from John Steyn at the fu t  o f  ane compt maid be him o f  the m a i l l  o f
23the muir . . .  and s te n t  o f  k i r k ' ,  t h is  i s  the only instance th a t
monies c o l le c te d  through a spec ia l s te n t  were charged to  the common
good, the sum here being c re d ite d  probably being th a t  which had been
c o l le c te d  in  excess o f  the le v e l  o f  ta x a t io n  au thor ised . S im i la r ly
the disbursements made under these s ten ts  were not entered in  the
common good accounts. None o f  t h is  i s  s u rp r is in g  s ince the source o f
these monies was not the common good. What is  perhaps s u rp r is in g  is
th a t  the arrangements fo r  these ta x a t io n s  (which invo lved the
appointment o f  spec ia l s te n te rs  and c o l le c to r s )  made no mention
whatsoever o f  the t re a s u re r ,  but in  a l l  p ro b a b i l i t y  the t rea su re r  d id
act in  some superv isory  capa c ity .  Whatever the case no tax r o l l s
su rv ive  and the accounts o f  these s ten ts  were not inc luded in  the act
books, although a minute o f  A p r i l  1580 does record th a t  John S e l la r
'c o l le c to u re  o f  the calsay s tene ' was discharged by the m agis tra tes
24and co u n c i l  o f  £240 which had been c o l le c te d  fo r  those works.
How fa r  the burgh t re a su re r  pe rson a lly  c o l le c te d  the various 
elements which made up the common good i s  unce rta in ,  but in  one 
p a r t ic u la r  sphere h is  ro le  was m inimal. An act o f  Parliament o f  1491
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in d ic a te s  th a t  i t  was by then the p ra c t ic e  in  burghs to  farm out 
25c e r ta in  revenues and in  the case o f  Glasgow the records show th a t  by
the 1570s the burgh 's  pe t ty  customs o f  the b r idge , the la d le  and the
m i l l s  were auctioned and set to  the h ighest b idder each year at
Whitsun. These specu la to rs  became bound to  pay a lump sum (the
auc tion  p r ic e )  to  the common good fo r  the farm o f  these customs, the
26payment usua lly  being made to  the t re a s u re r  in  three ins ta lm en ts .
The a d m in is t ra t io n  was thus guaranteed immediate income from these 
sources w ith ou t being put to  the t ro u b le  and expense o f  employing i t s  
o f f i c e r s  to  c o l le c t  the monies. The tacksmen who farmed these 
revenues were fo r  t h e i r  pa r t  ob liged to  u p l i f t  the customs themselves 
but were able to  keep any excess obtained as t h e i r  own p r o f i t .
With respect to  the revenues which were not farmed out in  t h is
way i t  would appear th a t  the t re a su re r  received some ass is tance, a t
le a s t  in  the c o l le c t io n  o f  ren ts  from the re c e n t ly  1rewyn out 
27m u r is ' .  Reference i s  made in  the 1574-75 accounts to  'John Steyne
c o l le c to u r  maid be the provest & b a i l l i e s  [ o f ]  the males o f  the new 
28m uirs ' and a payment from th is  source received from him and charged
29to  the common good o f  1575-76 has ju s t  been noted. Steyne also 
received emoluments fo r  c o l le c t in g  these ren ts  in  1575-76 and 1577-78, 
a lthough in  the in te rv e n in g  year the t re a s u re r  must have undertaken 
t h is  task h im se lf ,  s ince he received a spec ia l payment over and above 
h is  fee ' f o r  gaddering o f  the males o f  g a l lo m u i r ' ,  in  1576-77. 30 
The accounts a f te r  1577-78 do not d isc lose  how these ren ts  were 
c o l le c te d  . I t  i s  probable th a t  a l l  remaining elements o f  the common 
good were c o l le c te d  pe rsona lly  by the t re a s u re r ,  and these he entered 
as the 'charge ' in  h is  account.
The t rea su re r  supervised a l l  disbursements from the common good 
and these form the 'd is c h a rg e ' .  The accounts as they su rv ive  are the 
aud ited vers ions , e n ro l le d  in  the act books by the common c le rk .  The 
t re a s u re rs '  working papers do not s u rv iv e ,  but the wording o f  the 
aud ited  accounts shows th a t  there ex is ted  a system whereby ( fo r  some 
expenditure  a t le a s t )  a ' r o lm o n t ' ,  'p re c e p t '  or ' t i k a t '  was issued by 
a burgh o f f i c i a l ,  a u th o r is in g  payments to  in d iv id u a ls .  Once received 
by the t re a s u re r ,  the money was issued and the ' t i k a t '  kept by the 
t re a s u re r  as p roo f o f  the t ra n s a c t io n  u n t i l  a u d i t .  To guote but one
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example, S ib b e l l  L id d e l l  in  the 1573-74 account received payment ' f o r  
the outlandemeris d is iones  as the rolmont b e r i s ' . 31 Many e n t r ie s  
a lso record payment being au thor ised 'a t  the command' o f  c e r ta in  
burgh o f f i c e r s .  The accounts are by no means regu la r  in  record ing 
these 'commands': those fo r  1573-74 inc lude  fo r ty -seven  such e n t r ie s ,  
w h ile  those fo r  1584-85 inc lude  only one. The o f f i c e r s  who authorised 
disbursements in  t h is  way from the common good were the provost, the 
b a i l i e s  ( f re q u e n t ly  named, fo r  example 'a t  the command o f  A rch iba ld
70
Lione b a i l l i e ' ) , the master o f  work or a combination such as ' the  
p rovos t,  b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l ' .  O ccasiona lly  the form was extended to 
in c lude  the deacons o f  the c r a f t s ,  w h ile  the use o f  'a t  the h a i l l  
townes command' occurs th ree  t im es. There seems to  have been no 
sp e c ia l d i s t i n c t i o n  between these a u th o r is a t io n s :  those in v o lv in g  the 
deacons concerned compensation to  the farmer o f  the m i l l  and the 
g iv in g  o f  alms, w h ile  those r e fe r r in g  to  the ' h a i l l  townes' consent 
invo lved  in te r n a l  h o s p i t a l i t y  to  the p rovos t, expenses a t Dumbarton 
o f  men sent to  buy wine from a sh ip ,  and expenses o f  a messenger sent 
to  the duke o f  Lennox.33
Some e n t r ie s  re fe r  to  the ex is tence o f  separate accounts, i t
apparently  having been the p ra c t ic e  fo r  the t re a su re r  to  assign funds
to  c e r ta in  o f f i c i a l s  who a t the time o f  a u d it  presented an account o f
t h e i r  dea lings to  the t re a s u re r .  Many o f  these sub-accounts re la te d
to  p u b l ic  works and were submitted by the master o f  work.3Z; Other
sub-accounts were compiled by the t re a s u re r  and concerned m iscellaneous
minor disbursements 'g iven f u r t h t  in  sm a ll is  a t sundrie tymes w ithout 
35ro lm o n ts '.  With one excep tion , a d e ta i le d  d e s c r ip t io n  set out in  
the 1575-76 accounts o f  expenses incu rred  in  a d ispute  w ith  the burgh 
o f  Rutherglen over Glasgow's r ig h t  to  u p l i f t  the la d le  custom, none 
o f  these sub-accounts s u rv iv e .36 Instead they were subsumed in  the 
common good accounts, u su a l ly  w ith  the expression 'as the p a r t ic u la r  
compt b e i r i s ' 37 and i t  must be presumed th a t  these documents, l i k e  
the var ious 'ro lm on ts ' and ' t i k a t s ' ,  were destroyed a f te r  a u d it in g  
had been completed. I t  may be noted in  passing th a t  t h is  p ra c t ic e  
was in  d i r e c t  co n tra s t  to  the system used in  the burgh o f  Ayr where 
the accounts o f  the dean o f  g u i ld ,  master o f  work, common c le rk  and 
the b a i l i e s  were entered in to  the ac t books alongside those o f  the 
t re a s u re r  .38
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Apart from these payments which were author ised by the trea su re r
on re c e ip t  o f  ' r o lm o n ts ' ,  ' t i k a t s ' ,  'commands' or sub accounts, the
m a jo r i ty  o f  disbursements from the common good had no such endorsement.
However t h is  apparent lack  o f  consistency may r e f l e c t  the use o f  an
accounting p ra c t ic e  in  Glasgow ak in  to  th a t  employed in  Edinburgh at
t h is  t im e. In th a t  burgh the tre a su re r  d iv ided  h is  disbursements
in to  three sec t ion s :  the 'd ischarge o r d in a r ' ( f ix e d  s a la r ie s  and
pensions), the 'd ischarge be p re c e p t is '  ( f o r  which only the date o f
the order had to  be recorded) and the 'd ischarge e x t ra o rd in a r '
(ad hoc items such as payments to  messengers or disbursements on 
39common works). I f  the Glasgow trea su re rs  used such a system th is  
would exp la in  why c e r ta in  items in  the discharges re fe r  to  'ro lm on ts ' 
or are dated w h ile  o thers merely note the name o f  the r e c ip ie n t  and 
the amount d isbursed. However i t  i s  by no means apparent from the 
layou t o f  the Glasgow accounts th a t  the Edinburgh model was fo llow ed.
A very d e ta i le d  examination o f  the discharges would be requ ired  since 
the Glasgow accounts are presented as one u n d i f fe re n t ia te d  b lock o f 
e n t r ie s .
Once a t re a s u re r 's  per iod  in  o f f i c e  had ended h is  accounts could 
be presented fo r  a u d i t .  The a ud its  were c a r r ie d  out by groups which 
usu a lly  comprised one or more o f  the m ag is tra tes  p lus a number o f  
c o u n c i l lo r s  and o ccas iona lly  some o ther burgesses. The t o t a l  number 
o f  men invo lved va r ied  from s ix teen  fo r  John B lackburn 's  accounts in  
October 1579 to  only n ine fo r  Thomas M i l l e r ' s  accounts in  September 
1584, but the usual number was between ten and fou rteen . Examination 
o f  the composition o f  these groups shows th a t  t h e i r  membership was 
drawn from men in  o f f i c e  a t  the time o f  a u d it  ra th e r  than from 
in d iv id u a ls  who had been b a i l i e s  or c o u n c i l lo r s  during the incumbency 
o f  the t re a su re r  whose accounts were being sc ru t in ise d , tho ugh , 
in e v i t a b ly ,  because o f  the o l ig a rc h ic  nature o f  burgh government, 
many o f  the a u d ito rs  tended to  have been in  o f f i c e  during the period 
being examined. The p a r t ic ip a t io n  o f  some men who were not otherwise 
d i r e c t l y  invo lved in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the burgh probably 
r e f le c te d  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i ls '  wish to  have the endorsement 
o f  sen io r  members o f  the burgess community in  matters apperta in ing  to  
the common good and i t  i s  notab le  th a t  severa l o f  these 'assessors ' 
were c r a f t  deacons.40 When the a u d ito rs  met, f re q u e n t ly  f o r t i f i e d  by
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a meal supp lied  out o f  the common good,41 they considered the
t re a s u re r 's  vouchers and occas iona lly  queried some items (thus two
e n t r ie s  in  the 1575-76 accounts have entered aga inst them in  the
margin the note 'n o t  yet a l l o w i t ' ,  but were subsequently passed by 
42the a u d i to rs ) .  Once they were s a t is f ie d  th a t  the accounts were 
c o r re c t  the au d ito rs  ca lcu la te d  the balance, ordered i t s  payment and, 
once t h is  had been e f fe c te d ,  discharged the t re a s u re r .  Since the 
balance could not be released u n t i l  the accounts had been processed 
any monies to  be c a r r ie d  forward d id  not necessa r i ly  pass to  the next 
t re a s u re r ,  but ra th e r  to  the t re a su re r  in  post a t the time o f  a u d i t .  
Only one v a r ia t io n  to  t h is  ru le  is  recorded, when a s t r a ig h t  payment 
o f  £30 was made from Robert Rowat, t re a su re r  in  1576-77, to  P a tr ic k  
Glen h is  successo r,4'5 a lthough the balance proper o f  Rowat's account 
which was not aud ited u n t i l  September 1578 passed to  James Blackburn, 
the t re a su re r  then in  o f f i c e .  Thus the date o f  a u d it  determined to 
whom a surp lus was passed: B lackburn 's  balance (1578-79) was c re d ite d  
to  Convell S tru the rs  (1580-81); W il l iam  Symmer's and W ill iam s Burn 's 
balances (1581-82 and 1582-83) were t ra n s fe r re d  to  David Donald 
(1584-85) 44
However the balance was not always charged to  the common good
in  t o t o . In August 1584 when W il l iam  Symmer's accounts o f  1581-82
were aud ited the b a i l i e s  'be advise o f  the co u n s e l l '  ordered th a t  the
balance was to  be given to  David Donald, then t re a s u re r ,  so th a t  he
could use pa r t  o f  i t  to  repay a loan o f  one hundred merks which the
burgh had been ob liged to  ra is e  in  1576 in  order to  buy out the then
tacksman o f  the m i l l  custom. Accord ing ly  a t  the a u d it  o f  Donald's
accounts fo r  1584-85 on 3 Ju ly  1585 the p rovost, b a i l i e s  and coun c il
ordered th a t  on ly p a r t  o f  h is  balance was to  be c a r r ie d  forward to
the new t re a s u re r ,  the remainder being s p e c ia l ly  set aside to  repay
45t h i s  loan. Thus the balances which accrued could be earmarked fo r  
some s p e c i f ic  purpose, a lthough i t  may be noted th a t  such d isposa ls  o f  
the common good were not au thor ised by the a u d ito rs  alone, but by the 
'adv ise  o f  the c o u n s e l l ' ,  the rep resen ta t ives  o f  the burgh community.
Aud its  were usu a lly  e f fe c te d  w i th in  s ix  months o f  a trea su re r  
d e m it t in g  o f f i c e .  However on four occasions considerable delays 
occurred before a u d it ,  the accounts concerned apparently  remaining
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open fo r  many months a f te r  the end o f  the t re a s u re r 's  term o f  o f f i c e 46 
Thus the accounts o f  Robert Fleming, which p rope r ly  covered the period 
from Whitsun 1573 to  Whitsun 1574, record disbursements up u n t i l  
November 1575, the month o f  i t s  a u d i t ,  by which time seventeen months 
had elapsed s ince Fleming had demitted o f f i c e .  S im i la r ly  Robert 
Rowat, t re a s u re r  1576-77, re l in q u is h e d  o f f i c e  in  May 1577 but h is  
accounts were not aud ited u n t i l  f i f t e e n  months la t e r ,  in  September 
1578. In  the e a r ly  1580s W il l iam  Symmer's account o f  1581-82 waited 
tw e n ty -s ix  months fo r  a u d it  w h ile  th a t  o f  h is  successor, W il l iam  
Burns, was not 'compted' fo r  f i f t e e n  months.47 Why d id  these delays 
occur?
One poss ib le  reason was th a t  the trea su re rs  experienced some
d i f f i c u l t i e s  c o l le c t in g  the revenues which made up the common good.
While the pe t ty  customs were farmed ou t, the tacksmen being bound to
pay the t rea su re r  re g u la r  ins ta lm en ts  ( in c lu d in g  a ' t h r i d  in  hand'),48
other elements o f  the common good were not so dependable. The income
obtained through the f in e s  paid by new burgesses was in e v i ta b ly
i r r e g u la r  and i t  was common fo r  many o f  these f in e s  e i th e r  to  be
waived in  whole or in  p a r t  or to  be earmarked fo r  o ther purposes and
49thus d ive r te d  from the common good. Furthermore each year the 
accounts recorded adjustments, many o f  which concerned burgages which, 
e i th e r  because o f  the poverty o f  the feuar or some spec ia l arrangement 
reached between the occupant and the a d m in is t ra t io n ,  d id  not pay mails 
dur ing th a t  year. 50 In p a r t i c u la r  David Donald's accounts o f  1584-85 
inc luded severa l such adjustments not only aga ins t burgage ren ts  which 
had been due but had not been u p l i f t e d  dur ing  h is  own term in  o f f i c e  
but a lso aga ins t ren ts  which had not been received by h is  predecessors, 
W il l iam  Symmer, W il l iam  Burns and Thomas M i l l e r ,  t rea su re rs  in  1581-82,
1582-83 and 1583-84 re s p e c t iv e ly .51 L a s t ly ,  currency d i f f i c u l t i e s  
may have aggravated the t re a s u re rs '  problems. When the accounts o f  
the la te  Andrew R i tc h ie ,  t re a s u re r  1574-75, were aud ited in  January 
1576 h is  k in  who had adm in istered h is  a f f a i r s  were granted £2 13s 4d
' f o r  t i n s e l l  and i n l a i k  be resate  o f  ha rdhe id is  c r y i t  down' ( i . e .
52compensation fo r  substandard currency c o l le c te d  by R i tc h ie ) .
Shortage o f  cash may a lso exp la in  why the income due fo r  the wax o f
St John' s l i g h t  was paid in  k ind in  1583-84 and 1584-85.53
345
C e r ta in ly  the c o l le c t io n  o f  the common good income presented 
d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  but the problems o u t l in e d  above (most o f  which in  any 
case tended to  in vo lve  only small sums o f  money)54 were common to a l l  
the t re a s u re rs .  The c h ie f  exp lana tion  fo r  the in o rd in a te  delays in  
a u d it in g  the accounts o f  Fleming, Rowat, Symmer and Burns must l i e  
elsewhere. I f  a f a i l u r e  to  ob ta in  revenue had been the cause i t  
might be expected th a t  the accounts o f  these treasu re rs  would have 
closed in  d e f i c i t .  Yet w h ile  Fleming l e f t  no balance fo r  h is  
successor, Rowat, Symmer and Burns a l l  closed t h e i r  accounts in  
c r e d i t :  indeed Symmer and Burns l e f t  la rge  balances o f  £143 and £60 
re s p e c t iv e ly .55 This would suggest th a t  delay in  c lo s in g  an account 
was caused not by d i f f i c u l t i e s  in  c o l le c t in g  income but ra th e r  by a 
f a i l u r e  to  spend the monies a v a i la b le  and th a t  i t  was the accounting 
p ra c t ic e  to  t r e a t  each y e a r 's  b lock o f  common good income admin istered 
by a t re a s u re r  as a separate and d i s t i n c t  fund, a l l  or most o f  which 
had to  be paid out by th a t  t re a s u re r .  In o ther words a reduc t ion  in  
p u b l ic  expenditure would delay the a u d it in g  o f  an account and such a 
phenomenon might be expected to  occur dur ing  times o f  p o l i t i c a l  
u n c e r ta in ty ;  equa lly  i f  the r u l in g  o l ig a rc h y  was in  the throes o f  some 
c r i s i s  the normal processing o f  accounts would be l i a b le  to  d is ru p t io n .
I t  i s  thus in s t r u c t iv e  to  note the dates o f  the accounts in  
question . Robert F lem ing 's  accounts covered the per iod from May 1573 
to  May 1574 which co inc ided w ith  the displacement from in f lu e n ce  in
the burgh o f  S i r  John Stewart o f  Minto and the r is e  o f  Robert Lord
56Boyd. The consequentia l upheaval in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  could
e a s i ly  have led to  a reduc t ion  in  p u b l ic  spending and d i f f i c u l t i e s  in
d ispos ing  o f  the monies c o l le c te d  by Fleming. This seems to be the
only exp lana tion  fo r  the fa c t  th a t  h is  accounts were subjected to  two
examinations, in  November 1574 and September 1575, before t h e i r  f i n a l
a u d it  in  November 1575 and, secondly, th a t  they recorded disbursements
made throughout 1575, the la s t  being dated only two days before the 
57f i n a l  a u d i t .  Robert Rowat's accounts o f  1576-77 were not examined
u n t i l  September 1578 and i t  i s  poss ib le  th a t  t h is  re f le c te d  both a 
s lackening o f  a d m in is t ra t iv e  procedures consequent on Lord Boyd 
handing over the immediate c o n t ro l  o f  the burgh to  h is  protege Thomas 
Crawford in  the autumn o f  1577, and the inc reas ing  u n c e r ta in ty  dur ing 
the sp r ing  o f  1578 as to  the continued in f lu e n ce  o f  the Boyd in te r e s t
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in  the burgh in  view o f  the r e v iv a l  o f  the fo rtunes o f  the Lennox
fa m i ly .  Indeed i t  might be argued th a t  the a u d it in g  o f  these
accounts on 3 September 1378 was e f fe c te d  w ith  a view to p u t t in g  the
burgh 's  finances in  order before they a t t ra c te d  the unwelcome
a t te n t io n  o f  Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox, the new p rovost, who took up
58
o f f i c e  on 30 September. I f  t h is  i s  somewhat tenuous there can be
l i t t l e  doubt th a t  the delay o f  tw e n ty -s ix  months in  the a u d it in g  o f
W il l iam  Symmer's accounts o f  1581-82 and o f  f i f t e e n  months in
processing those o f  h is  successor, W il l iam  Burns, 1582-83, re f le c te d
a breakdown in  the a d m in is t ra t io n  caused by the major p o l i t i c a l
d i f f i c u l t i e s  which beset the provostsh ips  o f  Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox and
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S ir  Matthew Stewart o f  M into, 1580-83. Indeed, as has already been
suggested, i t  i s  conceivable th a t  the tu rm o i l  o f  these years a lso
exp la ins  the absence from the act books o f  the aud ited accounts o f
Convell S t ru th e rs ,  t re a su re r  in  1579-80, and o f  Robert Adam,
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t re a s u re r  in  1580-81. I t  was not u n t i l  John e a r l  o f  Montrose
became provost a t  Michaelmas 1583 th a t  an element o f  s t a b i l i t y
re tu rned  to  the governance o f  the burgh and i t  i s  s ig n i f i c a n t  th a t  i t
was dur ing  h is  provostsh ip  th a t  the accounts o f  Symmer and Burns were
61f i n a l l y  processed, on 18 August 1584; i t  i s  equa lly  notable th a t  
the accounts o f  Thomas M i l l e r ,  covering the per iod  from Whitsun 1583 
to  Whitsun 1584, were aud ited on 15 September 1584, bare ly  three 
months a f te r  M i l l e r  had demitted o f f i c e .  Obviously the Montrose 
a d m in is t ra t io n  was making a conscious e f f o r t  to  re g u la r is e  the burgh 's 
f inances . I t  i s  a lso ev ident th a t  the new a d m in is t ra t io n ,  in  i t s  
eagerness to  process these m atters q u ic k ly ,  closed these accounts 
premature ly fo r ,  as has been noted, the accounts o f  the next t rea su re r,
David Donald, 1584-85, contained e n t r ie s  r e la t in g  to  ren ts  not taken
62up by Symmer, Burns and M i l l e r ,  and Donald 's accounts were prefaced 
unusua lly  as
'th e  thesawrer compt o f  David Donald . . .  tog idder
w ith  h is  in tro m iss io u n  o f  the f u t i s  and r e s t i s  o f
the thesaurer comptis made by W ill iam  Symmer,
63W ill iam  Bornis and Thomas M i l l e r . '
I t  may also be observed th a t  the momentum estab lished  by the 
e a r l  o f  Montrose had been continued by h is  successor as p rovost,
S ir  W il l iam  L iv ings tone  o f  K i ls y th ,  fo r  David Donald's accounts were
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aud ited only one month a f te r  he had ceased to  be t re a s u re r .  Close 
a na lys is  o f  the burgh 's  f in a n c ia l  p ra c t ic e s  thus serves to  h ig h l ig h t  
the e f fe c t  which p o l i t i c a l  pressures could have upon the ro u t ine  
a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  the town and, as s h a l l  be demonstrated, s im i la r  
d e ta i ls  can also be gleaned from a study o f  the contents o f  the 
accounts themselves.6^
The remainder o f  t h is  chapter w i l l  be devoted to  an examination 
o f  these accounts. The var ious revenues which made up the common 
good w i l l  be discussed, t h e i r  respec t ive  values noted as a lso how 
the income obtained from these items was governed e i th e r  by use and 
wont or by p o l i t i c a l  and economic fa c to rs  opera ting  in  the 1570s and 
1580s; the common good income w i l l  a lso be viewed as a whole so as to 
determine the o v e ra l l  f in a n c ia l  p o s i t io n  o f  the burgh during these 
decades. The chapter w i l l  conclude w ith  a d iscuss ion  o f  the uses to 
which these monies were pu t,  the d e ta i ls  in  the discharges to  the 
t re a s u re rs '  accounts p rov id ing  fu r th e r  va luab le  in fo rm a tion  regard ing 
the preoccupations o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n .
2. The burgh's ordinary income
When the t re a su re r  entered on h is  term o f  o f f i c e  he began
c o l le c t in g  the income due from the var ious  resources which together
comprised the common good and the monies thus obta ined, the burgh 's
o rd ina ry  income, subseguently appeared as the 'charge ' in  the audited
accounts. Although the charges l i s t  severa l sources o f  revenue,
these may be conven ien tly  considered under four headings, namely the
income derived from land re n ts ,  from c a s u a lt ie s ,  from the admission
o f  burgesses, and from the p e t ty  customs o f  the b r idge , m i l l  and
la d le .  I t  may be noted in  passing th a t  whereas in  c e r ta in  burghs
65(such as Ayr and Dumbarton) cou r t  f in e s  were incorpora ted  in  the 
common good, in  Glasgow these amercements were re ta ined  by the 
m ag is tra tes , presumably as a supplement to  t h e i r  annual fee (though 
poss ib ly  they were expected to  d isburse some a t le a s t  o f  t h is  money 
on the poor and s ic k ) .  The only exception to  t h is  ru le  was the 
c r e d i t in g  o f  an unlaw o f  £2 to  the common good in  the accounts o f
1577-78,66 fo r  although the accounts o f  1573-74 also record income 
received from a pardon t h is  was subsequently discharged as not being
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' i n  use o f  paym ent'.67 I t  was not u n t i l  1605 th a t  the town counc il
o f  Glasgow decreed th a t  the f in e s  taken up by the court  should be
68inc luded in  the common good.
Turning to  the f i r s t  o f  the resources which made up the common
good o f  Glasgow, land ren ts  provided the basic (though by no means
the la rg e s t )  source o f  revenue. Many o f  the account e n t r ie s  r e la t in g
to  revenue obtained from th is  source re fe r  to  the existence o f  a
re n ta l  and although t h is  was not engrossed in  the two act books which
cover the main per iod under d iscuss ion , 1574-86, the next act book
conta ins  copies o f  the burgh re n ta l  fo r  1589 and 1590 which provide
va luab le  supplementary evidence about the income due from the burgh 's 
69lands. I t  is  convenient to  d iv id e  these land ren ts  in to  three 
groups.
F i r s t l y  there were the 'commone a n n u e l l is  o f  the t o u n '70 which
the
provided a regu la r  income o f  around £30 per annum during^1570s and 
1580s and which appear in  the 1589 re n ta l  under the headings ' t e r m l ie '  
(£7 11s 6d), ' the  northsyd o f  the g a i t  t e rm l ie '  (£3 19s 6d) and ' the
71e is t  syde o f  the toun beyond the g a l lo w g a it  burne te rm l ie '  (£19 8s 2d). 
O r ig in a l ly  burgesses had paid a nominal m ail fo r  t h e i r  burgages, 
probably in  the reg ion o f  5d per rood, but as these sums were f ix e d  
they had become va lue less and in  some burghs had been rem itted  
a lto g e th e r .  As no references to  burgh m ails  appear in  the Glasgow 
accounts i t  must be assumed th a t  t h is  had happened in  Glasgow also 
and th a t ,  as elsewhere, the a u th o r i t ie s  had sought from an e a r ly  
per iod to  augment p u b l ic  funds by encouraging in d iv id u a ls  to  occupy 
lands (no t ju s t  the o r ig in a l  ' b i g g i t  lands ' on which m ails  had been 
due but a lso t r a c ts  o f  common lands appropria ted  fo r  b u i ld in g )  by
72tack or feu in  re tu rn  fo r  a ground annual payable to  the common good. 
Such were the 'commone a n n u e l l is  o f  the toun ' found c red ited  to  
Glasgow's common good in  the 1570s and 1580s. Somewhat s im i la r ,  
though always recorded in  the accounts sepa ra te ly ,  were the 'males o f  
the mylnland' and the 'au ld  p r o p r ie t ie  o f  the b r ig '  (a lso  described 
in  the 1583-84 accounts as the 'au ld  annuels auchtand to the b r i g ' ) 73 
which produced f ix e d  annual incomes o f  £14 13s 4d and £1 12s Od 
re s p e c t iv e ly .  In a l l  l i k e l ih o o d  these were entered separa te ly  
because they perta ined to  more recent a l ie n a t io n s  o f  the burgh 's
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common lands: the former probably dated from 1447 when the superio r 
had granted these lands beside the Molendinar to  the community to 
perm it the c o n s tru c t io n  o f  a m i l l ; 74 the o r ig in  o f  the la t t e r  is  not 
known, though i t  is  l i k e l y  th a t  the income from the tenements 
concerned was earmarked, i n i t i a l l y  a t  le a s t ,  fo r  the upkeep o f  the 
b r id g e .
Taken together these annuals produced a yea r ly  income o f  about
£45, a small sum compared to ,  fo r  example, Ayr where in  the 1540s the
75town's r e n ta l  produced around £145. This d is p a r i t y  was probably 
caused by the presence in  Glasgow o f  a la rge  number o f  r e l ig io u s  
i n s t i t u t i o n s  which tended to  a t t r a c t  m o r t i f ic a t io n s  o f  annuals from 
p r iv a te  donors, the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  being powerless in  law to 
prevent these t ra n s a c t io n s .76 Even i f  the annuals m o r t i f ie d  were not 
those which were d i r e c t l y  due to  the burgh the r e s u l t  might be to  
exhaust the land and thereby in d i r e c t l y  deprive the common good o f  
the annuals due to  i t .  Such g ra n ts 77 must have g re a t ly  reduced the 
burgh 's  income and the common good would be fu r th e r  dim inished i f  the 
a d m in is t ra t io n  chose to  emulate the generos ity  o f  a donor. Thus in  
1529 Mr James Houston appointed the m ag is tra tes  and coun c il  patrons 
o f  e ig h t  c h a p la in r ie s  in  the re c e n t ly  founded c o l le g ia te  church o f  
St Mary and St Anne, and the burgh fo r  i t s  pa r t  then assigned fo r
78t h e i r  support s ix teen  acres o f  land in  Gallowmuir.
The manner whereby the p ro p e r t ie s  o f  the church were dispersed
a f te r  the Reformation has been discussed in  the opening chapter but
w ith  respect to  the burgh 's  common good i t  is  s u f f i c ie n t  to  note th a t
in  March 1567 the crown vested the m ag is tra tes  and coun c il  w ith  the
revenues o f  most c h a n tr ie s ,  a lta rages  and prebends w i th in  Glasgow
w ith  a view to  these monies being employed to  a s s is t  the new m in is t ry
79and prov ide a h o s p ita l  fo r  the poor. The sum which should have 
accrued to  the common good from these sources was apparently  in  the 
reg ion o f  £250 per annum ( t h i s  was the amount c re d ite d  in  the re n ta l
o f  the co l lege  from these c h a p la in r ie s  a f te r  they were t ra n s fe r re d  to
80i t  by the burgh in  January 1573), In  r e a l i t y  i t  must have been
cons iderab ly  less  fo r  the crown g ran t o f  1567 had inc luded the 
im portan t prov iso  th a t  the then incumbents were to  continue to enjoy 
the f r u i t s  o f  these p ro p e r t ie s  dur ing t h e i r  l i f e t im e s  and, furtherm ore ,
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i t  i s  known th a t  severa l o f  these k i r k  l i v in g s  passed in to  p r iv a te  
hands ( in c lu d in g  those o f  in d iv id u a l  m ag is tra tes and c o u n c i l lo rs )  
dur ing  the la te  1560s and e a r ly  1570s.81
Although in  January 1573 the m ag is tra tes  and counc il g i f t e d  to
the co l lege  those k i r k  l i v in g s  which had been granted to  them by the
crown in  March 1567, the c h a r te r  which e f fe c te d  th is  t ra n s fe r
s p e c i f i c a l l y  excluded those c h a p la in r ie s  and prebends which had
belonged to  the m ag is tra tes  and coun c il  p r io r  to  the crown g i f t  o f
1567, the revenues from which were to  be used fo r  the support o f
82sons o f  burgesses a ttend ing  schools w i th in  the burgh. Income from 
these k i r k  l i v in g s  over which the burgh re ta ined  patronage form the 
second source o f  land ren ts  c re d ite d  to  the common good accounts o f  
the 1570s and 1580s.
Most o f  t h is  revenue was obtained from p ro p e rt ie s  attached to 
the former c o l le g ia te  church o f  St Mary and St Anne or 'New K i r k ' .
These comprised, f i r s t l y ,  'c e r ta in  a n n u e l l is  perten ing  to  the New
83K i r k '  which provided an annual income o f  about £19 (1589 r e n ta l :  
£18 9s 1Od). The most lu c ra t iv e  source was the chap la in ry  o f  
s i r  Robert Watson which cons is ted  o f  the prebends o f  St Andrew,
St M artin  and the h a l f  prebend o f  Trium Puerorum,a l l  in  the new k i r k ;  
together these produced an annual income o f  about £43 (1589 re n ta l  
£42 8s 8d). Although the arrangements reached during the 1560s had 
secured the r ig h ts  o f  the incumbents o f  c h a p la in r ie s  during t h e i r  
l i f e t im e s ,  the u n c e r ta in t ie s  o f  the per iod  appear to  have prompted 
Watson and others to  seek a more secure f in a n c ia l  fu tu re  (and not 
w ithou t reason s ince the te s t  act o f  1573 deprived holders o f  
benefices who refused to  conform to  the new f a i t h ) . 84 Thus i t  i s  
known th a t  in  1569 Watson had leased h is  chap la in ry  to  the burgh, the 
m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il  thereby ob ta in in g  immediate access to  the 
f r u i t s  o f  th a t  p roperty  in  re tu rn  fo r  an annual payment o f  £26 made 
to  Watson and a guarantee th a t  the th i r d s  due from the chap la in ry  fo r  
the support o f  the m in is t r y ,  £6 13s 4d per annum, would be paid by 
the burgh. This arrangement obtained throughout the 1570s.
Fo llow ing Watson's death the m ag is tra tes  and coun c il  in  January 1581 
t ra n s fe r re d  the chap la in ry  to  Alexander Graham ' f o r  h is  sus ten ta t ioun  
a t the scho les ' (thereby f u l f i l l i n g  the promise made in  1573 th a t
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former p ro p e r t ie s  o f  the church re ta ined  by the burgh would be used 
in  t h is  way), w ith  the r e s u l t  th a t  the common good continued to be 
c re d ite d  w ith  the f r u i t s  o f  Watson's chap la in ry  w h ile  annual payments 
o f  £20 were made to  Graham ' f o r  h is  prebendrie set to  the t o u n ' . 85
A somewhat s im i la r  arrangement would appear to  have been reached
between the burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  and s i r  W il l iam  S tru thers  w ith
respect to  the chap la in ry  o f  St Roche (a lso  in  the new k i r k )  though
th is  p rope rty  was only c re d ite d  to  the common good accounts o f
1573-74 and 1574-75, having in  fa c t  been among those k i r k  l i v in g s
t ra n s fe r re d  to  the co l le g e ,  a t ra n s fe r  which in  t h is  case was
presumably delayed u n t i l  the terms o f  the lease had exp ired . In the
e a r l i e r  account £27 14s Od was c re d ite d  from th is  source; in  re tu rn
S tru the rs  received £5 w h ile  the burgh a lso paid the th i r d s  due to  the
u n iv e r s i t y ,  amounting to  £13 6s 8d; in  the 1574-75 accounts
£27 14s Od was again obtained but the discharge records th a t  t h is  was
86repa id  to  Struthers. From 1581-82 onwards the accounts record th a t
£10 13s 4d was obtained each year from the prebend o f  Nomine Jesu in
the New K irk  which had belonged to  the la te  s i r  Peter Law. This
property  had however passed in to  the hands o f  Thomas Craig, teacher
o f  the ' I n g l is  S cho le ',  and the burgh paid him an annual ren t  o f  £8
87' f o r  h is  tak o f  the benefice c a l l i t  Nomine Jesu set to  the toune '.
The la s t  item to  be noted in  t h is  sec t ion  was not re la te d  to  the
new k i r k .  This was the income from P a tr ic k  Armour's tenement in
Stablegreen, intended o r ig i n a l l y  to  provide wax fo r  St John's l i g h t
in  the high k i r k ,  which was costed a t 8s in  the 1573-74 accounts but
was then discharged th a t  year as being 'no t  in  use '.  Nonetheless the
1583-84 and 1584-85 accounts record th a t  a pound o f  wax was received
in  each o f  these years from th is  source, and in  the re n ta l  o f  1589
88t h i s  item was valued a t 6s 8d.
C o l le c t iv e ly  these former p ro p e r t ie s  o f  the church produced an 
income o f  about £70 per annum by the 1580s but because o f  the 
outgoings noted above t h e i r  re a l  value to  the common good was only 
about £30. Thus,although the burgh 's  common good bene fited  from the 
post-Reformation d isp e rsa l o f  church p ro p e r ty ,  the eventual gain was 
not g rea t .  However, as has been noted, the p o te n t ia l  advantage to 
the burgh 's  f inances a f te r  the crown vested the m agis tra tes and
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c o u n c il  in  1567 w ith  the s u p e r io r i t y  o f  most o f  the k i r k  l i v in g s  in  
the burgh had been cons iderab le , and although th is  had never been 
re a l is e d  to  the f u l l  there  had been some augmentation o f  common good 
income (as the example o f  s i r  W il l iam  S t ru th e r 's  chap la in ry  o f  
St Roche t e s t i f i e s )  which had been lo s t  when these p ro p e r t ie s  were 
t ra n s fe r re d  to  the co l lege  in  1573.89 The burgh a d m in is t ra t io n  was
forced to  look elsewhere fo r  compensation. With t h is  in  mind and
spurred on by a need to  provide more land fo r  the prospering b u rg h ,90 
(combined almost c e r ta in ly  w ith  an element o f  s e l f - i n t e r e s t ) ,  provost 
Robert Lord Boyd set about making encroachments on the burgh 's common 
lands. Income from these a l ie n a t io n s  forms the t h i r d  source o f  land 
ren ts  accruing to  the common good, but as the main b e n e f ic ia r ie s  
inc luded severa l o f  Boyd's kinsmen and assoc ia tes , t h is  p o l ic y  
i n i t i a l l y  provoked severe o pp os it io n .
The f i r s t  s ign o f  t h is  in  the minutes appeared in  May 1574 when 
W il l iam  Maxwell on beha lf  o f  the merchants and 's i x  dekynnis o f  c r a f t i s  
in  name o f  the h a i l l  c r a f t i s  and h a i l l  communite' fo rm a lly  objected 
to
'th e  geving fu r th  or delyng o f  ony p a i r t  o f  the
commone muris to  James Boyde or to  ony w the r is
mair . . .  and p r o t e s t i t  th a t  the p a r t is  t h a i r o f
e l l i s  d e l t  and gevin f u r t h t  by t h a i r  consentis
in  tymes bigane suld nocht prejuge tham bot
th a t  th a i  may have tym and place fo r  reca llyng
91and remeid t h a i r o f ' .
Further oppos it ion  appears to  have come ( i n i t i a l l y  a t le a s t)  from the
archbishop whose p o s i t io n  as supe r io r  to  a l l  the burgh 's  lands was
92seemingly ignored by h is  uncle the p rovos t. Two e n t r ie s  in  the
1573-74 accounts r e fe r  to  expenses incu rred  by Mr Adam Wallace,
Mr Henry Gibson and James Fleming who had been sent to  Edinburgh
'anent the new la n d s ',  the f i r s t  en try  r e fe r r in g  also to  ' the
93b ischop is  warnyng o f  the new muir la n d ' .  Under the charge fo r  the
fo l lo w in g  account, 1574-75, £55 10s Od was c re d ite d  to  the common
good fo r  ' th e  males o f  the new rewyn outmuris . . . g u h i l k  is  t h a i r
en tre  o f  t h a i r  f i r s t  payment', but a subseguent disbursement
discharged t h is  sum as s t i l l  to  be obtained from John Steyne,
94c o l le c to r  o f  these 'new m u irs ' .  This probably in d ica te s  fu r th e r
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d i f f i c u l t i e s  regard ing these new a l ie n a t io n s ,  emphasised by another
disbursement th a t  year to  James Fleming ' t o  be gevin to  the men o f
law in  Edinburgh fo r  the consu lta t io u n  about the warnyng o f  the muris 
95be the b ischop '.  In the fo l lo w in g  year £20 was received from 
Steyne as ' the  fu t  o f  ane compt maid be him o f  the m a i l l  o f  the muir 
o f  the y e i r  preceding and s te n t  o f  k i r k ' :  96 how th is  sum was 
apportioned between these two sources is  unknown, but the sum 
c o l le c te d  must have been fa r  sho rt  o f  the £55 10s Od due to  the burgh.
However from 1575-76 onwards these new ren ts  appear to  have been
taken up w ithou t d i f f i c u l t y ,  producing about £55 per annum. The
re n ta l  o f  1589 in d ic a te s  th a t  the lands invo lved were in  the
Gallowmuir and G arngadh ill areas and were valued a t £57.91
Nevertheless p ro te s ts  from the community continued and on 21 June 1576
a convention was held in  the B la c k f r ia r s  k i r k  attended by the p rovost,
b a i l i e s ,  c o u n c i l ,  c r a f t  deacons 'and maist pa r t  o f  the h a i l l
communitie' the r e s u l t  o f  which was a ban on fu r th e r  a l ie n a t io n s
since i t  was argued th a t  the remaining common lands would 's c a r s l ie
98serue the tounesch ip '.  Yet desp ite  t h is  in ju n c t io n  fu r th e r  
recourse was had to  t h is  source o f  income in  the 1580s.
The accounts fo r  1584-85 record th a t  £43 11s 2d was received
th a t  year from 'th e  commoun a n n u e l l is  o f  the toun and new s e t t  k i l l  
99s t e d is ' .  No mention was made o f  t h is  fresh  set o f  a l ie n a t io n s  in
the minutes but, as has been observed,the burgh 's  common annuals
produced around £30 per annum, 100 so these p ro p e r t ie s  were p rov id ing
an a d d i t io n a l  £13 to  the burgh 's  common good. Yet by 1589 the re n ta l
valued 'th e  k i l l  s tedd is  and u ther new dewties and annuells  pertenyng
101to  the toun ' a t £4 6s Od. Perhaps there was fu r th e r  oppos it ion
but i f  there was no record o f  t h is  i s  to  be found in  the extan t
minutes which would exp la in  t h is  d iscrepancy, and the issue is  fu r th e r  
obscured by the loss  o f  the minutes between A p r i l  1586 and October 
1588.
I t  should be noted th a t  the income from a l l  these a l iena ted  
common lands which was c re d ite d  to  the t re a s u re rs '  common good
accounts was based e x c lu s iv e ly  on the ren ts  which the new occupiers
paid each year. I f  the lands were feued ra th e r  than leased (and th is
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seems probable in  view o f  the bad fe e l in g  caused by these transac tions  
in  the 1570s) there is  no in d ic a t io n  o f  how the i n i t i a l  cash payments 
made by the feuars fo r  t h e i r  feus were employed, though i t  may be 
supposed th a t  these monies were devoted in  some way to  the needs o f 
the' burgh. This d i s t i n c t i o n  may be c le a r ly  seen in  the records o f 
the next set o f  a l ie n a t io n s  which were processed during 1588-89.
Money was regu ired by the burgh to  ob ta in ,  in te r  a l i a , a feu o f  A rch iba ld  Lyon's 
m i l l  on the Ke lv in  from the supe r io r  and to  meet the expenses 
incu rred  by the a d m in is t ra t io n  dur ing the recent plague c r is e s .  On 
t h is  occasion there was no o p p o s it io n ,  the b e n e f i t  to  the commonwealth 
o f  the burgh being obvious to  a l l .  On 31 October 1588 the provost, 
b a i l i e s ,  coun c il  and deacons met and agreed
' t o  l a t t  f u r th  and s e t t  in  few to  s ik  person is , 
burgessis and in d w e l la r is  o f  Glasgow . . .  
sameikle o f  t h a i r  east and west commoun la n d is  
o f  t h a i r  commountie l e i s t  h u r t f u l l  and th a t  
best may be s p a r e i t ' .
I t  was subsequently decided th a t  these should be c e r ta in  lands at 
Mylndamheid, Peitbog, Dassiegrene and the West Port and these, a f te r  
's to b in g  and m esuring ', were feued to  the h ighest b idders a t an 
auc tion  held on 2 January 1589, thereby producing the sum o f  £1338. 
Presumably these non -recurren t monies were used fo r  the purposes 
s p e c i f ie d  above. The new feuars were a lso to  pay modest annual ren ts  
to  the common good and i t  is  these which appear in  the 1589 re n ta l  as 
£3 15s 8d in  t o t o .102
Annual ren ts  from re c e n t ly  a l ien a te d  t r a c ts  o f  waste land, 
income from c h a p la in r ie s  s t i l l  w i th in  the patronage o f  the magistra tes 
and c o u n c il  and the o lde r common annuals and re la te d  mails thus 
comprised the resources which produced revenue fo r  the common good out 
o f  the burgh 's  lands. To summarise, in  1573-74 the gross annual 
income from common annuals and former church p ro p e r t ie s  amounted to  
around £138. Although the chap la in ry  o f  s i r  W il l iam  S tru the rs  ceased 
to  prov ide monies to  the common good in  1574-75 t h is  loss was more 
than o f fs e t  by the a l ie n a t io n  o f  waste lands in  Gallowmuir and 
G arngadh il l  so th a t  by the la te  1570s the revenue obtained from land 
ren ts  had r is e n  to  £162 per annum. The a d d it io n  o f  income from 
s i r  Peter Law's prebend o f  Nomine Jesu and from the a l ie n a t io n  o f  the
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'new k i l l  s te d is '  re su lte d  in  a t o t a l  gross income from burgh lands 
o f  almost £190 by 1584-85. O vera ll t h is  type o f  income accounted 
fo r  about 26% o f  the revenue charged to  the common good between 1573 
and 1585, being never less  than 23% ( in  1576-77) and never more than 
30% ( in  1575-76). However allowance must be made fo r  c e r ta in  common 
annuals which were not taken up each year, usu a lly  a sum not in  
excess o f  £12, and the more s u b s ta n t ia l  outgoings associated w ith  the 
c h a p la in r ie s  which have already been discussed. I f  these are taken 
in to  account the re a l  f ree  income obtained from land ren ts  was about 
£84 in  1573-74 and rose to  around £148 by 1584-85. 103
The second source o f  common good income was derived from 
c a s u a lt ie s  but u n l ik e  land ren ts  these provided monies on a very 
i r r e g u la r  bas is .  Indeed such items were charged to  only two accounts 
dur ing  t h is  pe r iod , those o f  1574-75 and 1577-78.104
Booth en try  f in e s  were a sp e c ia l type o f  casua lty  le v ie d  on
in d iv id u a ls  who sought occupancy o f  shops on the main thoroughfares
o f  the burgh, f re q u e n t ly  a t the market p laces, the s u p e r io r i t y  o f
these booths being vested w ith  the burgh. The en try  fees, in  common
w ith  o ther c a s u a lt ie s ,  might be double or t r i p l e  the amount o f  annual
re n t  due from the p rope rty  and would vary according to  the s ize  and
lo c a t io n  o f  the booth. One s ta tu te  issued during the period re la te d
to  t h is  su b je c t :  on 6 A p r i l  1574 i t  was decreed th a t  the holders o f
booths beneath the to lb o o th  were to  pay 'o f  entres s i lu e r  fo r  ane
ly fe r e n t  tak to  the thesaurare xx l i b ,  q u h ilk  salbe bestow it vpone the
105mendyng and reparyng o f  the to lb u y th  and to na v ther use '.
Whether t h is  p rov iso  was honoured or not cannot be determined from 
the format o f  the accounts. Presumably there were o ther booths 
elsewhere and i t  i s  to  be re g re t te d  th a t ,  almost w ithou t exception, 
the account e n t r ie s  do not record the lo c a t io n  o f  the booths in  
question .
In  1574-75 the booth en try  f in e s  o f  s ix  burgesses were c re d ite d  
to  the charge. Five paid £20 each, the s ix th  £13 6s 8d and they and 
t h e i r  wives were given ' l y f r e n t  ta k k is  t h a i r o f1. The t o t a l  income 
thus gained, £113 6s 8d, represented 15% o f  th a t  y e a r 's  common good.
In 1577-78 the income from th is  source was only £20, or 3% o f  the
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t o t a l  charge. No fu r th e r  booth e n t r ie s  were recorded in  t h is  per iod . 
The on ly  o ther in fo rm a tion  regard ing booths is  to  be found in  the 
discharge o f  the 1584-85 accounts, when George Herbertson 's annual 
o f  h is  booth was waived fou r times (presumably fo r  the years 1581-84 
a ls o ) :  'compter to  be d is c h a rg i t  o f  . . .  i i i  l i b .  fo r  the annual o f  
the buthe perten ing  to  George Herbertson besyd the to lb u th e ' .  Such 
a la rge  annual ren t  suggests th a t  the premises occupied by Herbertson 
were s u b s ta n t ia l .  The charge fo r  1577-78 also conta ins the only 
record o f  c a s u a lt ie s  proper being charged to  the common good.
Cuthbert Blackwood's son, Alexander, paid £18 ' f o r  h is  entres and 
[ r e n ta l in g ]  in  h is  fa th e r is  malyng a t the towne m ylne ', and James 
Braidwood paid £10 ' f o r  consenting to  h is  few c h a r to u r ' .  I f  these 
items are added to  the s o l i t a r y  booth en try  recorded th a t  year, noted 
above, the t o t a l  income from c a s u a lt ie s  in  1577-78 was £48 or 8% o f
i § , 106the common good.
Although these were the only occasions between 1573-74 and
1584-85 th a t  c a s u a lt ie s  were charged to  the common good accounts, 
the in frequency o f  these e n t r ie s  probably r e f le c t s  no more than the 
normal tu rnover o f  in d iv id u a ls  succeeding to  p ro p e r t ie s  held o f  the burgh 
a u th o r i t ie s .
A more f l e x ib le  source o f  income fo r  the common good accrued 
from the f in e s  le v ie d  on those who wished to  a t ta in  the s ta tus  o f 
burgess-sh ip , a p o s i t io n  made a l l  the more a t t r a c t iv e  s ince i t
brought w ith  i t ,  apart from the var ious du t ie s  o f  's c o t t in g  and
107l o t t i n g ,  walk ing and w a rd ing ',  the p o s s ib i l i t y  o f  sharing in  the
governance o f  the burgh and an exc lus ive  r ig h t  to  partake in
commerce and m anufacturing. O r ig in a l ly  burgess-ship was t e r r i t o r i a l ,
being based on the possession o f  a burgage or t o f t  o f  land ,bu t w ith
the passage o f  time t h is  element became obscured, the more so as f in a n c ia l
needs encouraged burghs to  extend the p r iv i le g e  beyond h e irs  o f
freemen, thereby in tro d u c in g  a f in a n c ia l  element alongside the o lde r
h e re d ita ry  c r i t e r i o n .  By the s ix te e n th  century  d is t in c t io n s  were
being drawn between e ldes t  and younger sons and sons- in - law  o f
burgesses, s trangers  who paid a h igher f in e ,  and burgesses g r a t is  who
paid no f in e  and who were f re q u e n t ly ,  though by no means e x c lu s iv e ly ,
108'd is t in g u is h e d '  s trangers .
357
By 1573 some, but not a l l ,  o f  these d i f f e r e n t ia t io n s  were
1D9p ra c t ise d  in  Glasgow. Most burgesses paid £6 13s 4d fo r  t h e i r
f in e .  The exceptions to  t h is  ru le  were the burgesses g r a t is ,  who
paid no f in e  a t a l l ,  and the burgess h e i rs .  The l a t t e r  d id  pay a
f in e  but t h is  was taken up not by the t rea su re r  but by the 'c o l le c to r
o f  burgess h e irs  f i n e s ' .  Evidence fo r  t h is  post is  found
110in te r m i t t e n t l y  during t h is  per iod , but fo r  what purposes these 
p a r t ic u la r  f in e s  were used i s  not known s ince they were not c re d ite d  
to  the common good. The amount in vo lved , however, was sm all,  a h a l f  
merk p lus 4s Od fo r  sea ling  each c e r t i f i c a t e  (10s 8d), inc reas ing  to 
11s 4d by the 1580s.
In 1574 an attempt was made to  increase income from th is  source.
In June o f  th a t  year ' th e  b a i l l i e s ,  counsale, dekynnis and h a i l l
communite p re s e n t ' ,  in  response to  the in f l u x  o f  's t ra n g e r is  cumand
to  be burgessis . . .  th rouch t the small fynes, geving fa r  les  nor
wther townis ta k is  fo r  t h a i r  fredome' decreed th a t  henceforth ' i l k
persoun th a t  beis burges or desyr is  to  be burges and freman o f  t h is
gude toun s a i l  paye fo r  t h a i r  fynes to  the thesaurar o f  the toun to
111the commone weale t h a i r o f  the sowme o f  ten pundis money'. Not
s u r p r is in g ly  t h is  was not received w ith  u n ive rsa l enthusiasm as i t
a f fe c te d  not only incomers but a lso the sons and sons- in - law  o f
e x is t in g  burgesses. These 'burges sonnys' p e t i t io n e d  the m agis tra tes
and co u n c il  'desy r ing  t h a i r  fynes to  be m i t ig a t  and th a i  nocht h a n d l i t
as s t r a n g e r is ' ,  and in  response the burgh a u th o r i t ie s  agreed in
September 1575 to in v e s t ig a te  the p ra c t ic e s  fo llowed in  Edinburgh,
112S t i r l i n g ,  Perth and Ayr. As a r e s u l t  in  June 1576 i t  was agreed
by the 'commowntie' to  d i f f e r e n t ia t e  between 's t ra n g e rs ' or ou ts ide rs
who would pay twenty merks en try  f in e  (£13 6s 8d); a l l  burgess sons
who would pay £5 'bu t  p re iu d ice  to  the e ldes t  as burges a i r  to  be
h a n d e l i t  conforme to  use and w on t ' ;  and £5 each from those ' t h a t  s a i l
happin to  mary burges d och te r is  being madenis and nocht mare it o f
b e f o i r ' ,  ( i . e .  s o n s - in - la w ) .  These proposals were to  be ' r e s o n i t
b e fo i r  the prouest and g i f  he consentis  t h a i r t o  to  be co n c lu d i t  and
113e n d i t ,  wtherwayis n o c h t ' .  The accounts fo r  1576-77 and the
in d iv id u a l  burgess e n t r ie s  dur ing th a t  year show th a t  these proposals
114were not implemented.
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However, in  May 1577 a more so p h is t ica te d  arrangement was 
in troduced . Strangers who were not 'burgess barnes o f  the towne' 
were to  pay £20. As regards burgess sons the h e i r ,  i f  the fa th e r  
was s t i l l  a l iv e ,  was to  pay £5. Presumably the nominal fee o f  a h a l f  
merk i f  the s u p p l ic a n t 's  fa th e r  had died was re ta ined  though t h is  was 
not s ta te d .  Younger sons were to  pay ten merks (£6 13s 4d) whether 
th e ir ,  fa th e r  was l i v i n g  or dead. Persons marrying a burgess's 
daughter, i f  she was the only h e i r ,  were to  pay £5. Anyone seeking 
to  become a burgess by marrying a younger daughter o f  a 
burgess was to  pay £10, whether her fa th e r  was l i v in g  or dead. 115 
These arrangements appear to  have las ted  u n t i l  January 1589.116
The income which accrued from burgess f in e s  between 1573 and 
1585 averaged about 20% o f  the t o t a l  revenue charged to  the common
117good but i t  va r ied  cons iderab ly . During the 1570s i t  amounted to
between £124 and £184 per annum, accounting fo r  approximate ly 24% o f
the burgh 's  o rd ina ry  income between 1573-74 and 1578-79. The
in t ro d u c t io n  o f  the new scales in  May 1577 had the no doubt unintended
e f fe c t  o f  reducing income from £184 in  1576-77 (25% o f  the t o t a l
charge) to  £151 in  1577-78 (24%) and although a recovery fo llowed in
1578-79 (£167 or 27% o f  income) th is  was s t i l l  less than the amount
produced p r io r  to  the adoption o f  the new admission ra te s .  By the
e a r ly  1580s, when the s u rv iv in g  accounts resume, income from burgess
f in e s  c re d ite d  to  the common good had dec lined s t i l l  fu r th e r .  In
1581-82 only £43, or 7% o f  the common good, came from th is  source
and although t h is  more than doubled in  the fo l lo w in g  year i t  was not
u n t i l  1584-85 th a t  revenue from burgess f in e s  returned to a le v e l
c lose to  th a t  which had been produced in  the 1570s (£140 or 21%).
However, as s h a l l  s h o r t ly  be demonstrated, much o f  the income from
burgess f in e s  d id  not in  fa c t  reach the common good, being d ive r ted
118fo r  spec ia l purposes. A c le a re r  and more accurate p ic tu re  o f  the 
t rend  in  the e a r ly  1580s is  obtained by cons ider ing  these d ive rted  
f in e s  as w e l l  as those which reached the common good. When th is  is  
done i t  i s  found th a t  the number o f  burgesses paying the standard 
admission f in e s  ( i . e .  exc lud ing burgess h e irs  and, o f  course, burgesses 
g r a t is )  f e l l  away sharp ly ,  but only in  1581-82. 119 Although the 
p rec ise  reasons fo r  t h is  are not c le a r  i t  i s  poss ib le  to regard th is  
phenomenon as a sign o f  the u n s e t t l in g  e f fe c ts  on the a d m in is tra t io n
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and the community as a whole o f  the p o l i t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  experienced 
during  the provostsh ips  o f  Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox and Matthew Stewart 
o f  M into.
Returning to  f i s c a l  cons ide ra t ions , the f in e s  obtained from 
burgess admissions were c le a r ly  an im portant component o f  the burgh 's 
common good. However severa l fa c to rs  combined to  ensure th a t  the 
revenues which could have been obtained from th is  source were not 
f u l l y  re a l is e d .
F i r s t l y ,  f in e s  were f re g u e n t ly  charged a t admission at lower
than the prescribed ra te .  A few examples w i l l  s u f f ic e  though there
are many o the rs . In 1577-78 George Lang, armourer, paid 20 merks
(o r £13 6s 8d), the re s t  being waived a t the request o f  the la i r d  o f
Lachop, and W il l iam  A r th u r ,  t a i l o r ,  paid £10 w ith  £10 being discounted
120a t the request o f  Gavin Crawford o f  Ferme. In the fo l lo w in g  year
James Witherspoon, W il l iam  Cowie and John Lekprev ik , a l l  hammermen,
121paid only £10 because o f  t h e i r  pove rty . In each o f  these cases
122the f in e  due must have been £2 0: th a t  i s ,  these men were s trangers .
The d iv e rs io n  o f  f in e s  a t admission towards spec ia l purposes 
was the second means whereby the common good s u f fe re d .  Sometimes the 
earmarking o f  funds can be traced back to  the minutes. In October
1579 the o f f i c e r s  were ' t o  have fo r  t h a i r  support o f  the common 
guddis twa to  be maid burgessis a t t h a i r  r e q u e is t is '  and in  A p r i l
1580 John F legea r1 sand A rch iba ld  McGregor 1s f in e s  were recorded as
123being given to  the o f f i c e r s  fo r  t h e i r  un ifo rm s, ' t o  th a t  e f f e c t ' .
This p ra c t ic e  o f  earmarking f in e s  on admission was employed to  a 
v a r ie ty  o f  ends.
A number o f  burgh o f f i c i a l s  bene fited  from time to  time through
t h i s  process, in c lu d in g  the p rovost, the b a i l i e s ,  the master o f  work,
the t re a s u re r  and the c le rk ,  and f re q u e n t ly  these f in e s  were
124described as re la t in g  to  t h e i r  fees. A l l  these men were drawing
fees from the common good, the le v e l  o f  which corresponded to  the
f in e  le v ie d  on c e r ta in  classes o f  burgess sons, a fa c t  which i t s e l f
suggests th a t  a c e r ta in  number o f  burgess f in e s  c re d ite d  to  the
125common good were each year devoted to  s a la r ie s .  The occasional 
d iv e rs io n  o f  burgess f in e s  to  these o f f i c i a l s  may have been intended
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as supplements to  t h e i r  s a la r ie s ,  but in  c e r ta in  instances i t  is  c lea r  
th a t  t h is  p ra c t ic e  was used to speed cash f low when payments through 
the normal channels were in  a rrea rs . Thus in  March 1582 Hector 
Stewart received James G ilm our’ s admission f in e  fo r  h is  fee as 
b a i l i e  in  1580-81. S im i la r ly  in  May 1583 the c le rk  was given 
John P o r ta r 's  f in e  because he had received noth ing from W il l iam  
Symmer, t rea su re r  in  1581-82, desp ite  the fa c t  th a t  the discharge o f 
Symmer's account inc luded the payment o f  £10 as the c le r k 's  f e e . 127
Burgess f in e s  were also earmarked a t admission to  a s s is t  w ith  
var ious p u b l ic  works, the in te n t io n  again no doubt being to  speed 
payments. In d iv id u a ls  who worked on the to lb o o th ,  thebridge  and the 
m i l l  dam received f in a n c ia l  assistance in  t h is  way. 128 So too did 
persons who had su ffe red  some loss in  the town's se rv ice  or who had 
done work fo r  the burgh: thus in  May 1574 John Moreson received a
199burgess f in e  fo r  a horse lo s t  in  ' the  tyme o f  the t r u b le '  w h ile
Thomas Mylne, surgeon, was s im i la r ly  rewarded in  March 1581 fo r
cu r ing  Thomas Muir 'h u r t  in  the toun is  business' and obtained
another f in e  in  March 1585 ' f o r  c e r ta in  ex tra o rd in a ry  cures done be
him a t the des ire  o f  the town to  c e r ta in  persones o f  quhom he
130re s s a v i t  na payment'. A c le a r  example o f  the use o f  t h is  method
o f  payment to  compensate an in d iv id u a l  fo r  monies supposedly drawn
from the common good but which were not a c tu a l ly  forthcoming is
found in  February 1579 when Gavin Graham attended the Convention o f
Royal Burghs held a t Cupar. The accounts record a disbursement o f
£10 fo r  h is  expenses on 20 February but the minutes show th a t  he was
in  fa c t  reimbursed through the a l lo c a t io n  o f  two burgess f in e s  in
131February and Ju ly  o f  th a t  year.
Between 1574-75 and 1584-85 a t o t a l  o f  478 burgesses were 
adm itted , 238 o f  whom paid f in e s .  The f in e s  o f  only 160 o f these 
238 in d iv id u a ls  were c re d ite d  to  the common good, the f in e s  o f  the 
o thers  being d ive r te d  fo r  spec ia l purposes. A f te r  the in t ro d u c t io n  
o f  v a r ia b le  f in e s  in  May 1577 i t  i s  impossib le to  t e l l  how much 
ac tu a l income was thus d iv e r te d ,  but p r io r  to  then a l l  f ines  were 
set a t  £10 i r re s p e c t iv e  o f  the s ta tus  o f  the a p p l ic a n t :  thus between 
1.574-75 and 1576-77 ten f in e s  were earmarked fo r  spec ia l purposes, 
amounting to  a loss  to  the common good o f  £100. Thereafter the sums
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may have been even g re a te r ,  p a r t i c u la r ly  i f  s trange rs ' f ines  were 
invo lve d ,  but the amount o f  money d ive rted  was never recorded. 132 
Consequently there was ample scope fo r  abuses and ,in  what appears to 
have been an attempt to  c o n t ro l  t h is  s i tu a t io n ,  a s ta tu te  was issued 
on 8 October 1582 which s t ip u la te d  th a t  no one was to  be made a 
burgess by the b a i l i e s  unless the t rea su re r  'and ane s u f f i c ie n t  
number o f  the counse ll be present, to  w i t t  i i i j  or v i ' .  The 
records o f  subsequent admissions show th a t  t h is  s ta tu te  was la rg e ly
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ignored. In June 1599, on the p e t i t io n  o f  the t re a su re r ,  i t  was
agreed th a t  burgesses 'apprehendit be him or in  t i k i t t  gevin up be
him to  be e n t e r i t  burges' were not to  be 'g r a n t i t  nor g i f t i t  to  ony 
135v th e r is  by h im '.  Nevertheless concern pe rs is ted  and expressed 
i t s e l f  in  another s ta tu te  ten years l a t e r .  In t h is  enactment, 
issued on 7 October 1609, the m agis tra tes and counc il  addressed 
themselves to  the two p ra c t ic e s  a lready described, namely th a t  o f  
a dm it t ing  burgesses a t less than the app rop ria te  ra te  and th a t  o f  
earmarking admission f in e s  on en try  and thereby d iv e r t in g  them from 
the common good. They expressed t h e i r  d is q u ie t  th a t
'th e  g r i t  h u r t  and inconven ient q u h ilk  . . .  hes 
hapn it  to  t h is  commoun w e i l l  be adm it t ing  and 
re s a i f in g  o f  burgess is , nocht o n l ie  in  the 
th esau re r is  handis ve r ie  o f t  w i th in  the o rd ine r  
p r ic e  set down thairupone bot be adm it t ing  . . .  
o f  burgessis in  fa u o r is  o f  the provest and 
b a i l l e i s  and s in d r ie  v th e r is  to  quhome they 
h a i f  g r a n t i t  burgessis to  be a d m i t t i t  fo r  t h a i r  
commoun se rv ice ,  as to  . . .  [ th e ]  m aister o f  
t h a i r  Grammer Scole, t h a i r  c le rk ,  thesaurer and 
m ais ter o f  w e rk . '
As a remedy, a l l  burgess admissions were to  be processed through the 
newly c o n s t i tu te d  dean o f  g u i ld  court (which had been estab lished  by 
the L e t te r  o f  G u ild ry  four years p re v io u s ly ) ,  a l l  f in e s  were to  be 
paid to  the t re a s u re r ,  and the p ro v o s t ,b a i l ie s  and co u n c i l ,  fo r  
themselves and t h e i r  successors in  o f f i c e  'denwdit and s e c lu d i t
thame   o f  t h a i r  o rd ine r  burgessis in  a l l  tyme cuming and o f  a l l
a d m it t in g  be thame o f  burgessis bot as sa id i s . '  In conclus ion, the 
t re a s u re rs ,  in  compensation, were to  pay a set o f  rev ised fees to 
the p rovos t, b a i l i e s ,  c le rk  and the master o f  work, and were
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themselves to  be allowed a set sum fo r  t h e i r  ' com ptis1. 136
Not only were f in e s  sometimes charged on admission at lower than
the proper ra te  or a l te r n a t i v e ly  d ive r ted  in  to to  away from the
common good i f  they were earmarked fo r  spec ia l purposes, but the
monies a c tu a l ly  received by the treasu re rs  from burgess admissions
and charged to  the accounts could subseguently be waived in  p a r t  or
in  f u l l .  Thus in  the 1574-75 accounts i t  i s  recorded th a t  the
tre a s u re r  ' re n u n ce it  to  Is a b e l l  Stobo r e l i c t  o f  David Brady the h a l f
137o f  h is  burges fynes fo r  pove rte is  caus '.  Such adjustments have to
be se t a longside the sums from burgess f in e s  c red ited  to  the accounts
to  apprec ia te  how much money was a c tu a l ly  received from th is  source
and th e re fo re  a v a i la b le  fo r  general purposes. Usually the t o t a l
138amount invo lved  was small but the accounts fo r  1584-85 record
th a t  the t rea su re r  was to  be 'd is c h a r g i t '  o f  seven f in e s  'b e fo i r
c h a r g i t ' ,  ( t o t a l  value £70), 'g u h a iro f  there wes t h r ie  gewin and
a s s ig n i t  to  the b a i l l e i s  w ith  t h a i r  fee and foure . . .  gewin . . .  to
sewin horsmen send out o f  t h is  toun a t the b ischopis request to  convoy 
139him to  Ed inburgh '. Once again the earmarking o f  f in e s ,  e s p e c ia l ly  
fo r  o f f i c i a l s '  fees, can best be understood in  the context o f  a 
f in a n c ia l  system which d id  not a l low  fo r  a smooth or rap id  cash f low .
However the s in g le  most im portant fa c to r  which prevented the 
f u l l  r e a l is a t io n  o f  income from burgess f in e s  was the p ra c t ic e  o f  
bestowing the rank o f  burgess on in d iv id u a ls  a t no cost to  the 
r e c ip ie n t s .
Men were entered burgesses g r a t is  fo r  a v a r ie ty  o f  reasons.
Service to  the burgh could b r ing  t h is  reward. For example M artin
Pe tt ig rew  was entered g r a t is  in  1574 fo r  h is  labours on the to lb o o th ,
John Esdale in  1575 fo r  work c a r r ie d  out by him on the high k i r k ,  and
140W ill iam  Spang in  1576 fo r  supply ing medicines. Furthermore the
community o f  burgesses p ro tec ted  some o f  i t s  members from the
economic d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  the time in  t h is  way: James Anderson became
a burgess g r a t is  in  1581 fo r  'h is  g rea t t i n s t e l  be the sea in  tyme
bigane' w h ile  W il l iam  Witherspoone and Robert Herbertson, entered
141g r a t is  in  1583, were both described as 'poor young men'.
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Burgesses g r a t is  were sometimes members o f  the n o b i l i t y  whose
in f luence  could be a va luable asset to  the burgh. However t h is  form
o f  re c ip ro c a l  p o l i t i c a l  patronage could e a s i ly  be abused and f req uen t ly
approached nepotism as each successive group which governed the burgh
used g r a t is  en try  to  burgess-ship both to  a t t r a c t  the i n f l u e n t ia l  and
reward i t s  own supporte rs . Under the Boyd regime severa l such
admissions were sponsored by provost Boyd and h is  nephew the
archbishop, in c lu d in g  Lord Boyd's son, Robert Boyd o f  Badinheath, and
142one o f  Lord Boyd's servants , W il l iam  Grahamslaw. During the period
1578-82 when the burgh was c o n t ro l le d  by the Lennox fam ily  g ra t is
admissions inc luded not ju s t  e a r l  Robert and e a r l  Esme but also John
bishop o f  the Is le s ,  Lord O g i lv ie ,  Lord Newbattle, S ir  John Maxwell o f
Nether Po llok  and h is  b ro ther W il l iam  Maxwell,14"5 a l l  known supporters
o f  the Lennox in te r e s t ,  w h ile  i t  is  s ig n i f i c a n t  th a t  a f te r  October
1578 (the month in  which e a r l  Robert had become provost, thereby
ending the in f luence  o f  Lord Boyd) g r a t is  admissions sponsored by
archbishop Boyd ceased. Fo llow ing the Ruthven ra id  in  August 1582,
the in f luence  o f  the Lennox fam ily  was ec l ipsed  and in  Glasgow a group
sympathetic to  the Ruthven lo rd s  and the p resby te r ian  p o l i t y  gained
power.- This pa rty  was headed by Mr Andrew Hay and Mr Thomas Smeaton
( re s p e c t iv e ly  the re c to r  and p r in c ip a l  o f  the co l lege )  and both men
144were e lec ted  to  the town counc il  in  October 1582. Simultaneously
Smeaton became a burgess g r a t is  and in  March 1583 Robert A l la n ,  no
doubt a p o l i t i c a l  sympathiser, was a lso entered burgess g r a t is  a t the
request o f  Smeaton and Hay, t h is  being a unique example o f  such an
145admission being sponsored by in d iv id u a l  c o u n c i l lo r s .  A f te r  the f a l l
o f  the Ruthven regime, John e a r l  o f  Montrose became provost o f  Glasgow
on 30 September 1583 and he rewarded two o f  h is  servants , John Graham
o f  Auchinloch and Mr Peter P o l lo k ,w ith  burgess-ships g ra t is  two days 
146a fte rw ards . S im i la r ly  when S ir  W il l iam  L iv ings tone  was appointed
provost in  October 1584 he immediately saw to  i t  th a t  W il l iam
L iv ings tone , h is  son, and Alexander L iv ings tone  o f  Burnside were made
147burgesses o f  Glasgow g r a t is .
The provosts were however p e r fe c t ly  e n t i t l e d  to  exerc ise patronage 
in  t h is  way fo r  i t  i s  evident th a t  they were a l lo ca te d  a number o f  
burgess admissions each year which they could bestow g ra t is  as they saw
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f i t .  In the f i r s t  year o f  h is  provostsh ip  Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox
sponsored e ig h t  such admissions. The la s t  was John Gray, f is h e r ,  and
reference was made in  the minute to  a l e t t e r  which had been received
from Lennox in  June 1579 'q u h i lk  conte ins p ro v is io n  th a t  nan salbe
re s a v i t  againe be h is  l e t t e r i s . '  During h is  second year as provost no
fu r th e r  g r a t is  admissions were sponsored by the e a r l ,  so i t  would
appear th a t  a t t h is  time the provost was probably allowed to make four
148such g i f t s  per annum. G ra t is  burgess admissions were also made at
the request o f  the b a i l i e s ,  c le rk s  and masters o f  work during th is  
149per iod . The impression th a t  these o f f i c i a l s  were also allowed a
c e r ta in  number each year is  confirmed by the minute which recorded the
en try  o f  Robert B la i r  on 18 September 1584 a t the request o f  Robert
Stewart, b a i l i e ,  because he 'w a n t i t  ane burges ane y e i r  he was 
150b a i l l i e . '  The exten t o f  the annual a l lo c a t io n  to  these o f f i c i a l s  in
the 1570s and 1580s is  not c le a r  due to  the incidence o f  g ra t is
admissions which were minuted as having been requested by the provost
and b a i l i e s ,  b a i l i e s  and counc il or p rovost, b a i l i e s  and c o u n c il .
However t h is  matter is  c l a r i f i e d  by the le g is la t io n  issued in  October
1599 which ordained th a t  burgess f in e s  were in  fu tu re  to  be farmed out.
The tacksman was to  c o l le c t  a l l  f in e s  but 'deduceande a lwy is  to  the
provest foure and tua to  i l k  b a i l l i e  . . .  and th a t  o f  t h a i r  awin
s u i t t i n g  and in b r in g in g ,  ane to  the c le rk  and ane v th e r  to  the maister
151o f  work o f  t h a i r  in b r in g in g . '
The exerc ise  o f  personal patronage through g r a t is  admissions to
burgess-ship extended beyond the sen ior o f f i c i a l s .  Mention has already
been made o f  Robert A l la n ,  who became a burgess g r a t is  a t the request
o f  Mr Thomas Smeaton and Mr Andrew Hay; in  fa c t  f iv e  o ther g ra t is
152admissions were sponsored by Hay between 1574 and 1584. Other
sponsors inc luded Robert Sco tt ,  c le rk  to  the Lords o f  Council and
153 154 155Session, the e a r l  o f  G lenca irn, the e a r l  o f  A r g y l l ,  and even the
156k ing . Many g r a t is  admissions do not record the id e n t i t y  o f  the 
sponsors and even in  the examples ju s t  quoted the re la t io n s h ip  between 
the patron and the new burgess is  not a t a l l  c le a r  from the records.
A l l  th a t  can be sa id w ith  any c e r ta in ty  is  th a t  k in sh ip ,  f r ie n d sh ip  and 
p o l i t i c a l  fa c to rs  ra th e r  than ac tua l se rv ice  to  the burgh must have 
played an important ro le  in  many o f  these admissions.
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Between Whitsun 1574 and Whitsun 1585, 152 men were admitted to
burgess-ship free  o f  charge. A f te r  the in tro d u c t io n  o f  a s l id in g  scale
o f  admission ra tes  in  May 1577 i t  is  impossible to  qu a n t i fy  the amount
o f  revenue which was thus lo s t  to  the common good. I t  was probably
considerable since many burgesses g ra t is  were ou ts iders  whose in f luence
the burgh hoped to  a t t r a c t  through i t s  use o f  t h is  type o f  patronage.
Being s trangers these men would otherwise have paid the h ighest f in e
but the in d iv id u a l  minute e n tr ie s  do not d is t in g u is h  indw e lle rs  from
strangers s u f f i c ie n t l y  c le a r ly  fo r  an ana lys is  to  be poss ib le . However
p r io r  to  May 1577 a l l  new burgesses paid an entry  f in e  o f  £10. Between
1574-75 and 1576-77 fo r t y - fo u r  men were received as burgesses g ra t is  :
thus £440 o f  p o te n t ia l  common good revenue was waived during these 
157years .
The burgh a d m in is t ra t io n ,  wh ile  anxious to a t t r a c t  the favour o f  
the in f l u e n t i a l ,  was not unaware o f  the fa c t  th a t  i t s  generos ity  in  
g ran t ing  burgess-ships g ra t is  could s e r io u s ly  deplete i t s  f in a n c ia l  
base. Loss o f  income, however, was not the sole cause o f  a growing 
anx ie ty  regarding g r a t is  admissions which is  ev ident from the la te  
1570s onwards. Hardly less serious was the problem o f  ensuring th a t  
burgesses who were s trangers l iv e d  w i th in  the town. I f  they remained 
outs ide  the burgh they were able to  avoid the du t ies  and f in a n c ia l  
o b l ig a t io n s ,  the lo c a l  s ten ts  and n a t io n a l taxes, which burgess 
in d w e lle rs  had to  meet. Indeed, since a burgh 's share o f  na t io na l 
ta x a t io n  was probably determined in  pa r t  by the s ize o f  i t s  burgess 
popu la t ion , the s i tu a t io n  might a r ise  whereby a burgh could f in d  i t s e l f  
bearing an in e q u ita b le  share o f  the n a t io n a l 'cess ' because s trangers, 
who had been admitted to  burgess-ship, had not taken up residency.
158Consequently many burghs took ac t ion  aga inst out o f  town burgesses.
An example occurred in  Glasgow in  1581 when a case was ra ised by the 
common procu ra to r  aga inst c e r ta in
' fremen and burgessis o f  t h is  toun nocht . . .  maikand 
residence t h a i r in t o  nor scattand and lo t ta n d  walkand 
and wairdand . . .  conforme to  t h a i r  a y th is  . . .  and . . .  
becaus Johne Tod, James B y r is ,  John Muir in  Cathcart 
comperit nocht . . .  t h a i r  are d ece rn it  to  have ty n t  
t h a i r  fredomes o f  the toun and to  be rekynn it  as
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vnfremen in  tym to cum conform to the s ta tu t i s  and
a c t is  o f  b u r r o is . '
On th a t  occasion eighteen others found s u re t ie s  th a t  they would 's c a t t
and lo t t ,  walk and waird and pay s te n t is  as burgessis suld d o ' . 159 As
has been argued, many burgesses g ra t is  must have been strangers , though
only one entry  fee re fe rre d  to  t h is  issue: John Whiteford was made
burgess g r a t is  in  September 1584 'provyding alwayis he stob and s ta ik
1 mw ith in  y e i r  and day conforme to  the acts o f  b u r r o is ' .  However th is  
problem was undoubtedly a cause fo r  concern and, together w ith  anxie ty 
over lo s t  revenues and an awareness th a t  the patronage system was e a s i ly  
open to  abuse, lay behind a number o f  enactments designed to co n tro l  
the number o f  burgesses entered g r a t is .
In May 1577 at the same time as the new scales fo r  burgess f ines  
161were in troduced the m agistrates and co u n c i l ,  having noted th a t  'a t
syndry persones s u t t i s ,  the re g u e is t is  o f  g r i t  men and w theris  ' many
in d iv id u a ls  were being entered 'burgess is  g ra t is  bot ony payment to  the
towne ', ordained th a t  in  fu tu re  unless there was evidence tha t  the
re c ip ie n t  had 'ane re s s o n a b i l l  caus o f  se rv ice  or guid deid done to the
162towne' he was to  be 're k n y t  as s trenger and paye f ines  as th a i  do '.
163The e f fe c t  on the number o f  g r a t is  admissions was immediate. During 
the f in a n c ia l  years Whitsun 1574 to  Whitsun 1577 these had numbered 
eleven, nineteen and fourteen re s p e c t iv e ly  but between Whitsun 1577 
(when the act was issued) and Whitsun 1578 the number f e l l  to  fou r.  
Examinations o f  g r a t is  admissions in  r e la t io n  to  the provostships which 
ran from Michaelmas to  Michaelmas shows a s im i la r  i f  less dramatic trend 
but is  probably more in s t r u c t iv e :  the f ig u re s  then become fourteen, 
th i r te e n  and eleven during Robert Lord Boyd's terms as provost, 1574-77, 
(o r  an average o f  about th i r te e n  per annum), f a l l i n g  to  only seven 
during  Thomas Crawford 's year as provost, 1577-78. However th is  
improvement (such as i t  was) proved to  be temporary. Between 1578 and 
1582 the burgh was c o n t ro l le d  by the Lennox fam ily  and g ra t is  admissions 
rose again to  around twelve per annum on average, although in  r e a l i t y  
the f ig u re  f lu c tu a te d  cons iderab ly : under e a r l  Robert s ix teen such 
admissions were authorised in  1578-79 and seven in  1579-80; under e a r l  
Esme the pa t te rn  was reversed, s ix  in  1580-81 and eighteen in  1581-82 
( the  year o f  Matthew Stewart o f  M intos' f i r s t  term as provost, but a
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year during which Esme remained i n f l u e n t i a l ) .  This la s t  high f ig u re  o f 
eighteen admissions may have prompted the s ta tu te  o f  October 1582, 
a lready noted, whereby i t  was decreed th a t  a l l  burgess admissions were 
to  be e f fe c ted  in  the presence o f  the t reasure r and between four and 
s ix  c o u n c i l lo rs ,  and not by the b a i l ie s  a lo n e .164 The counc il which 
issued th is  act was th a t  which had ousted the Lennox party  from co n tro l 
o f  the burgh and instead espoused the cause o f  the Ruthven lo rds  and 
presbyter ian ism . I f  the act o f  October 1582 was a genuine attempt on 
the p a r t  o f  these men to  reduce the abuse o f  patronage, they soon found 
i t  expedient to  fo l lo w  the example o f  t h e i r  predecessors, and in  a l l  
seventeen g ra t is  burgess-ships were awarded in  1582-83. John, e a r l  o f  
Montrose, who admin istered Glasgow on beha lf  o f  the Arran government in
1583-84 was even more generous w ith  the burgh 's patronage, the number 
o f  g r a t is  admissions r is in g  to  twenty-two, wh ile  during S ir  W il l iam  
L iv in g s to n e 's  f i r s t  year as provost, 1584-85, the number o f  burgesses 
admitted in  t h is  way was nineteen.
C le a r ly  the acts o f  1577 and 1582 had l i t t l e  e f fe c t  in  curbing the
generos ity  o f  the provosts and th e i r  associates w ith  the burgh's
patronage. The next attempt to  c o n tro l  g ra t is  admissions would appear
to  have been in  October 1599 when i t  was decided to farm out a l l  burgess
f in e s ,  w i th  the s p e c i f ic  in te n t io n  o f  'evading o f  the manifald s u i t i s
anent the burgessis c rav ing  g r a t i s ' .  The tack was set fo r  three years
and i t  was agreed th a t  i t  would not be perm iss ib le  fo r  the provost,
b a i l i e s  and counc il  to  admit any burgesses g ra t is  during th a t  time
except fo r  the a l lo c a t io n  made to  the o f f i c i a l s  ( fo u r  fo r  the provost,
two to  each b a i l i e ,  one each to the c le rk  and master o f  work). The
tacksman was to  be compensated fo r  any g ra t is  admissions made in  excess 
165o f  t h is  number. Likewise in  1609 when the admission o f  burgesses
came under the c o n t ro l  o f  the newly created dean o f  g u i ld  court a
s im i la r  f in a n c ia l  penalty  was in troduced to  discourage the a u th o r i t ie s
from being too generous w ith  the freedom o f  the burgh, i t  being decreed
th a t  i f  the dean o f  g u i ld  admitted anyone g r a t is  ' the  said dean o f  g i ld
166s a i l  pay thee same to  the th e sa u re r ' .
However during the main period under cons ide ra t ion , 1574-86, such 
safeguards d id  not e x is t .  As a re s u l t  o f  t h is ,  and the p rac t ices  o f
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reducing rates when f ines  were lev ied  or earmarking f ines  at admission 
fo r  spec ia l purposes, the amount o f  money obtained fo r  the common good 
from the admission o f  burgesses was considerably less than i t  might 
o therw ise have been.
Although the decis ion to  farm out burgess en try  f ines  in  Glasgow 
was not taken u n t i l  1599, t h is  method o f  c o l le c t in g  income had already 
long since been adopted fo r  the c o l le c t io n  o f  the burgh 's pe t ty  customs 
o f  the b r idge , the la d le  and the m i l l s . ^  C o l le c t iv e ly  these customs
formed the la rg e s t  element o f  the common good but before examining the
income which was obtained from these sources, the nature o f  each o f
these farmed t o l l s  regu ires to  be considered.
The pe t ty  custom o f  the bridge was a recent innova t ion , having
168been awarded to the burgh by the crown in  A p r i l  1571. The crown 
c h a r te r  narrated the d i f f i c u l t i e s  experienced by the burgh on account o f  
the c i v i l  war, the removal o f  the archbishop's commissary court (which 
had reduced the number o f  people doing business in  Glasgow) and the 
' in v .nd a t ion is , g r e i t  f lu d is  and storm is . . .  s p e c ia l ie  t h is  la s t  w in te r '  
which had so damaged the bridge tha t  unless repa irs  were e ffec ted , 
(w h ich 'the  burgh could not i t s e l f  a f fo rd ) ,  'w ith  small tyme i t  s a i l  
grow to s ic  poynt as f i n a l i e  g r e i t t a r  inconvenient s a i l  fo l lo w  to the 
d i s p r o f f e i t  o f  our h a i l l  realme'. Accord ingly the m agistrates and 
co u n c il  were empowered to c o l le c t
'o f  every ho rs la id  o f  hering or v ther f is c h e is  th a t  
salhappin to  be t r a n s p o r t i t  f ra  the b r ig  and wa tte r 
o f  Glasgow y e i r l i e  in  tyme cumming, perten ing a ls w e i l l  
to  fremen as unfremen, the sowme o f  th re  ha lfp enny - 
i s  money o f  our realme, and o f  every b a r r e l l  wecht 
the sowme o f  vther th re  ha lfpenny is  money fo resa id  
and th a t  a ls  o f t  as th a i salhappin to  be t r a n s p o r t i t  
t h a i r f r a  or brocht to  the sa id b r ig  and w a t te r ' .
C o l le c to rs  were to  be appointed fo r  t h is  ’ new g i f t  o f  the b r i g ' ,  
respons ib le  to  the provost, b a i l ie s  and co u n c i l ,  and any 'superp lus ' 
was to  be c red ited  to  the common good ' f o r  s e t t in g  fu r th w a rt  o f  v ther 
commoun e f f a i r i s ' . 169 I f  not immediately then c e r ta in ly  by 1574, when 
the minutes commence, t h is  custom was rouped annually to  the highest
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bidder at the Whitsun cou r t .  Furthermore throughout t h is  period i t  is  
ev iden t from a comparison o f the f igu res  fo r  which the custom was 
rouped w ith  the sums c red ited  to  the accounts tha t  the t o ta l  income 
from th is  custom was given over to  the common good, apparently  fo r  
general purposes. Only once is  there c le a r  evidence th a t  t h is  resource 
was a c tu a l ly  used f o r  pub lic  works: on 14 June 1573 Ninian Syare 
'takisman o f  the b r i k '  paid £22 17s 8d to  the master o f  work, t h is  
presumably coming from the £68 c red ited  to  the common good from the
171
bridge custom.
A s im i la r  instance is  found in  the same accounts regarding the
custom o f  the la d le :  on 20 May 1573, £39 was discharged by the treasure r
as having been given by Robert M i l le r ,  ' ladleman', to  the master o f  
172work. Again, t h is  is  the only instance where money from the la d le  
was c le a r ly  used fo r  pub lic  works, although i t  is  known from the 
r e s u l ts  o f  a d ispute between Glasgow and Rutherglen th a t  income from 
t h i s  source was s p e c i f i c a l ly  intended ' f o r  sowping and clangeing o f  
[ th e ]  ca lsay '. The dispute arose in  A p r i l  1575 when Rutherglen protested 
th a t  Glasgow 'hes l a i t l i e  r a s i t  ane new exactioun vpoun f re  burgessis 
o f  . . .  Rutherglen, compelling [them] to  pay th re  h a l f  penneis fo r  i l k  
l a id  o f  co rn is  convoyit in  or brocht be thame fu r th  o f  the said c ie t i e  
[ o f  G lasgow]'. Rutherglen also objected th a t  'be maner o f  s k a f r ie  and 
mere e x to r t io u n  [Glasgow] e x to r t i s  and ta k is  fu r th  o f  euerie la id  o f  
co rn is  brocht in  the said c ie t i e  be the f re  burgessis [ o f  Rutherglen] 
ane l a d i l l  f u l l  o f  c o r n is ' .  Both p a r t ie s  were ordered to  appear before 
the Lords o f  Council and Session and the Glasgow common good accounts
con ta in  several disbursements occasioned by t h is  case. Judgement was
issued on 4 June 1575. Glasgow was ordered to  des is t  from the former 
exaction  but was confirmed in  i t s  r ig h t  to  u p l i f t
' o f  the said l a d i l l  f u l l  o f  euery sek o f  w ic tu a l l  
cumand to  the said mercat [ o f  Glasgow] . . .  becaus 
the s a id is  prouest b a i l l i e s  counsale and commonitie 
o f  the said c i t i e  ar i n f e f t  in  f re  burgh be our . . .
Soverane Lord is  predecessouris and be vertu  t h a i r o f
thay h a i f  bene in  possessioun o f  vptaking o f  ane 
l a d i l l  f u l l  o f  a l l  co rn is  and v ic tu a le  o f  i l k  sek 
cumand to  the mercat o f  the sa id burgh past memour
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o f  man and th a t  fo r  sowping and clangeing o f  t h a i r
calsay lyke as v th e r is  burrowis w i th in  t h is  realm . . . '
Thus Glasgow was authorised to  levy the la d le  t o l l  on corn and other
v ic tu a ls  coming to  i t s  markets, the proceeds o f  which were to  be devoted 
173to  p u b l ic  works. On 3 March 1576 the burgh passed a fu r th e r  s ta tu te  
u n d e r l in in g  i t s  r ig h t  to  levy th is  custom, ordering ' a l l  the maltment 
and v th e r is  to  paye the dewite o f  the l a d i l l  o f  t h a i r  b e ir  and malt 
a lb e i t  i t  be cost f u r t h t  o f  the toun in  ca is [ i . e .  because] the samyn 
be re s s a v i t  and mesourit w i th in  the samyn'. Simultaneously the accounts 
record a payment ' f o r  stampyng o f the twa lad les  at the townes s e i l l ' . 17Z;
The la d le ,  l i k e  the bridge custom, was rouped annually a t Whitsun
and set to  the highest b idder. Thus in  1574 'the  c a s u a l i te is  o f  the
mercat c a l l i t  the l a d i l l  is  s e t t  to  Robert M i l la re  meleman g u h i l l
Witsonetysday nixtocum fo r  the sowme o f  nyne sco ir  merkis money . . .  the
termes are t h r id  in  hand [ i . e .  paid immediately to  the t re a s u re r ]  t h r id
175at myd terme and the res t  at Be ltane '.
The customs o f  the town's m i l l  on the Molendinar were also set to
a tacksman but in  the ea r ly  1570s th is  was not done annually . At
Whitsun 1569 the farm had been set to  James Anderson and David Bog fo r
nine years. Anderson proved a l i a b i l i t y ,  d ispu t ing  w ith  h is  partner
and q u a r re l l in g  w ith  the magistrates and o f f i c e r s  o f  the burgh, and by
la te  1576 the a u th o r i t ie s  had decided not ju s t  to  remove Anderson but
a lso to  reorganise the adm in is tra t ion  o f  t h is  custom so as to  augment
i t s  value and obviate a recurrence o f  the d i f f i c u l t i e s  experienced w ith  
176t h e i r  tacksman. Accordingly on 28 November 1576 several s ta tu te s  
were issued ' f o r  s e t t in g  fu r thw art  o f  the commowne w e i l l  o f  the towne 
and augmentatioun o f  the commowne guddis t h a i r o f  and the y e i r l i e  ferme 
o f  t h a i r  commowne mylnes'. The f i r s t  s ta tu te  ordained th a t  a l l  burgesses 
and freemen were to  take th e i r  corns to  the town's m i l l ,  and fo r  
fu r th e r  enforcement a l l  burgesses admitted thence fo rth  were to  take an 
oath to  th a t  e f fe c t .  The next s ta tu te  ordered a l l  brewers and 'makaris 
o f  aquav ite ' to  b r ing  th e i r  malt to  the town's m i l l .  By these two acts 
the in h a b ita n ts  were e f fe c t iv e ly  t h i r le d  or a s t r ic te d  to  the town's 
m i l l .  In a t h i r d  s ta tu te  the m agistrates and counc il ordained th a t  in  
fu tu re  ' t h a i r  commowne mylnes pertenyng to  thame p re s e n t l ie  or tha t
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th a i  s a i l  happin to  conquest' were only to  be set ' i n  tak to ony
persoune or persounes fo r  ony longer and fa rde r space bot f ra  y e ir  to
y e i r ' .  Henceforth the m i l l  was to  be rouped annually a t Whitsun.
Immediate ac t ion  was taken: th a t  same day James Anderson resigned h is
r ig h ts  as farmer o f  the town m i l l  and received compensation o f  100 merks
on c o n d it io n  th a t  he paid a l l  a rrears owing by him. On 1 December
P a tr ic k  Gray became farmer, a p o s i t io n  he held u n t i l  Whitsun 1577 when
the f i r s t  annual roup proper, as spe c i f ie d  in  the s ta tu te  above
177mentioned, took place.
However on 14 May 1577, a fo r tn ig h t  before the roup, two fu r th e r
178minutes record ac t ion  taken in  re la t io n  to  the m i l l .  The f i r s t ,  a
s ta tu te ,  described the common town m i l l  as ' a l l u t e r l i e  ru inous ' and
ordered the master o f  work to  see to i t s  re p a ir .  A subsequent en try  in
the accounts (c irc a  August 1577) records a disbursement o f  £188 18s 10d
' t o  the maister o f  werk and to w r ic h t is ,  masounes and q u a r io u r is  fo r
new biggyng o f  the commone town mylne . . .  q u h ilk  wes tane down and new
179b ig g i t  in  t h is  symmer'. The other minute o f  14 May 1577 confessed
th a t  even i f  t h is  m i l l  had been in  good re p a ir  i t  could not have coped
w ith  the new demand placed upon i t  by the th i r la g e  le g is la t io n  o f
November 1576. One o f  the men then on the counc il was Arch iba ld  Lyon
180who was re n ta l le d  o f  the archbishop in  a m i l l  on the Ke lv in  and as a
s o lu t io n  to  t h e i r  d i f f i c u l t i e s  the magistrates and counc il had decided
to  'b lo k '  w ith  Lyon fo r  h is  m i l l .  The re s u l t in g  c o n tra c t,  o f  the same
date, put the burgh in  possession o f  Lyon's re n ta l r ig h t  to  the Ke lv in
(o r 'new') m i l l .  In excambion, Lyon was i n f e f t  in  the common town m i l l
on the Molendinar and i t s  multures which he then leased back to  the
burgh. The burgh was to  make an annual payment o f  f i f t y  b o l ls  o f
v ic t u a l  to  Lyon fo r  h is  lease during h is  l i f e t im e  and 100 merks per
annum to  h is  h e irs  and assignees a f te r  h is  death u n t i l  the burgh should
redeem the o ld  town m i l l  by a payment o f  1000 merks. The m i l l  could
181not be redeemed u n t i l  a f te r  Lyon’ s death. In e f fe c t  t h is  was a 
mortgage on the s e c u r i ty  o f  the o ld town m i l l :  the sum to be redeemed 
was the cost o f  the Ke lv in  m i l l  to  the burgh (1000 merks) and the 
' t h r e t t i e  b o l ls  o f  ungrund malt and tw entie  b o l l i s  a i t  m e i l l '  
represented the in te re s t  repayments. The simple re s u l t  o f  t h is  complex 
t ra n sa c t io n  was th a t  i t  allowed the burgh to  use both m i l l s .  At each
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annual roup o f the m i l l s  from 1577 onwards the farmers undertook to pay 
on beha lf  o f  the burgh the f i f t y  b o l ls  o f  v ic tu a l  due to  A rchibald Lyon, 
t h is  being charged against the farm o f  the Ke lv in  m i l l ,  together w ith  a 
monetary sum which passed to the common good, t h is  being charged (as
1 ft*?before) against the farm o f  the old common town m i l l .  In a dd it ion  the
accounts show th a t  the burgh paid the annual ren t o f  £2 13s 4d due to
the superio r  from the Ke lv in  m i l l . ”* ^  Lyon died in  November 15871^  and
th e re a f te r  the a d m in is tra t io n  sought recogn it ion  o f  i t s  re n ta l  r ig h t  to
the Ke lv in  m i l l  from Walter Stewart p r io r  o f  B lantyre  to  whom the crown
had conveyed the te m p o ra l i t ie s  o f  the see. This was obtained in  May
1588 and the magistrates and counc il subsequently received the m i l l  in
feu in  November 1588 having ra ised the necessary c a p i ta l  through the
a l ie n a t io n  o f  various parce ls  o f  burgh lands, as has already been 
185described. I t  is  not c le a r  when the burgh redeemed the town m i l l
from Lyon's h e irs ,  but s u f f i c ie n t  funds were forthcoming from these 
a l ie n a t io n s  o f  common lands to  suggest th a t  t h is  may have been done at 
around the same time.
Taken together the pe t ty  customs were the most important source o f 
186burgh revenue. I t  w i l l  be re ca l le d  th a t  between 1573 and 1585 the
gross income from land rents  and burgess f in e s  averaged 26% and 20% o f
187the t o t a l  monies charged to  the common good. In d iv id u a l ly  the pe tty
customs o f  the b r idge , la d le  and m i l l s  produced on average 8%, 26% and
17% re s p e c t iv e ly  and c o l le c t iv e ly  51% o f  the t o ta l  common good between 
1881573 and 1585. However c loser examination shows th a t  revenue from 
these sources f lu c tu a te d  considerably between the 1570s and the 1580s.
In the e a r l i e r  decade, from 1573 to 1579, they accounted fo r  46% o f  the 
common good but from 1581 to 1585 the f ig u re  r is e s  to  60%. As w i l l  be 
demonstrated, income var ied  not ju s t  from year to  year but also 
r e la t i v e ly  between the customs; fo r  example between 1578-79 and 1579-80 
the farm p r ic e  o f  the bridge f e l l ,  the m i l l  remained s tab le  and the
la d le  rose. V a r ia t ions  were caused by the fa c t  th a t  the burgh
a d m in is t ra t io n  had l i t t l e  d i re c t  c o n t ro l  over the le v e l  o f  income 
obtained from the customs. Being rouped to the h ighest b idder the farms 
o f  the customs were sub jec t to  f lu c tu a t io n s  caused by market forces, 
and those who placed bids would bear in  mind how the farmers had fared 
in  the preceding year. The accounts inc lude from time to time
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adjustments or rebates on each o f  the farms and these frequen t ly  
led to  a reduction in  the le v e l  farmers were prepared to  pay in  the 
subsequent year.
Of the three customs, th a t  o f  the bridge produced the lowest
income. I f  the farm p r ices  are examined i t  is  seen tha t  the custom was
usua lly  rouped fo r  between about £46 and £53. However fo r  the f i r s t  year
fo r  which accounts su rv ive , 1573-74, i t  produced as much as £68. I t s
subsequent dec line  was caused in  pa r t  by exemptions: in  August 1574 the
men o f  the barony were exempted at the request o f  the archbishop189 and
th is  almost c e r ta in ly  reduced the farm p r ice  from £53 in  1574-75 to  £40
in  1575-76. But there were fu r th e r  d i f f i c u l t i e s  th a t  year fo r  the
accounts inc lude a rebate to  John Snype, bridge farmer in  1575-76, o f  
190£10, so th a t  ac tua l income was not £40 but £30. Here market forces
may have played a p a r t ,  poss ib ly  in  the form o f  a bad season's f is h in g .
S im i la r ly ,  the lowest farm p r ice  recorded was th a t  o f  1579-80, £33.
The exp lanation is  found in  the accounts: the previous year £8 6s 8d
was rebated ' f o r  Johne Stobois pove r t ie  [ the  farmer in  1578-79] and
191Peter Lymburner and Gabrie l Rankene h is  cautioners fo r  the b r ig ' .
Again, the f is h in g  may have been poor. Nevertheless, excluding the 
year 1573-74 when the bridge custom con tr ibu ted  12?o o f  the t o ta l  common 
good, t h is  custom remained very steady, usua lly  producing 7-8% o f  the 
burgh 's  revenue.
The m i l l  custom was also very s ta b le ,  both in  terms o f  ac tua l farm
p r ic e  and i t s  impact on the common good. During the period under
cons ide ra t ion  i t  accounted fo r  between 15% and 19% o f  the burgh's t o ta l
o rd ina ry  income. What then was the e f fe c t  o f  the th i r la g e  le g is la t io n
o f  November 1576, the avowed in te n t io n  o f  which had been the 's e t t in g
fu r th w a r t  o f  the commowne w e i l l  o f  the towne and augmentatioun o f  the
commowne guddis t h a i r o f  ' by ra is in g  the amount o f  revenue forthcoming 
192from th is  custom?
The immediate r e s u l t  o f  th i r la g e  was th a t  income from the m i l l  
custom rose from £109 per annum between 1573-76 to  £131 in  1576-77.
This sum o f  £131 was made up o f  the monies due from James Anderson fo r  
the s ix  month period from Whitsun 1576 to  November 1576 (when he was 
removed from o f f i c e ) ,  £54, plus the £77 which P a tr ick  Gray h is  successor
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agreed to pay fo r  the s ix  month tack o f  the custom which ran from
December 1576 (immediately a f te r  the th i r la g e  le g is la t io n  had been
passed) to  Whitsun 1577. Obviously i n i t i a l  expectations tha t  th i r la g e
would lead to  increased p r o f i t s  had induced Gray to  pay th is  amount
when a b id  o f  around £54 would have been more appropria te in  view o f
previous trends. The sum fo r  which th is  custom was farmed and the
monies c red ited  to  the common good from th is  resource dropped to £107
in  1577-78 and remained at th a t  le v e l  during the next two years, 1578-80.
C lea r ly  i t  had q u ick ly  become apparent to  those who wished to farm the
m i l l  th a t  th i r la g e  would not be as b e n e f ic ia l  as had f i r s t  been assumed.
So, d iscounting  the peak f ig u re  o f  1576-77, the m i l l  custom produced
between 1573 and 1580 a steady income o f  around £108 per annum. Actual
income received could be even less , though th is  was sometimes due to  the
m i l l s '  dependence on water ra the r  than to  anything e lse . In 1573-74
there was a rebate o f  £21 paid to  the farmer 'be ressoun o f  the g r e i t
drouche' and a s im i la r  cause probably lay behind the 'x x x i dayis
ly in g  i d i l l ' re fe rre d  to  in  a rebate included in  the 1577-78 accounts o f
193£11.
The fa i lu r e  o f  the th i r la g e  s ta tu te  to  increase revenue may have
been la rg e ly  due to  the d is re p a ir  o f  both the common town m i l l  and the
new m i l l  on the K e lv in :  severa l references in  the accounts deal w ith
repayments to  the farmers fo r  work ca r r ie d  out on the m i l l s ,  wh ile  i t
w i l l  be re ca lle d  th a t  the a u th o r i t ie s  undertook a major re b u i ld in g  o f
194the o ld m i l l  in  1577. However i t  i s  evident tha t  the th i r la g e  act 
was unpopular and may w e l l  have been sub ject to evasion. On 1 Ju ly 1581 
the b a i l i e s ,  counc il  and deacons considered a complaint from the 
burgesses o f  Glasgow th a t  as freemen they ought not to  be a s t r ic te d  to 
any m i l l .  The town's m i l l s ,  they argued, could not cope w ith  the new 
demand placed upon them, the more so since the burgesses were 
'b u rd e n it  w ith  the furnesing o f  pass ingeris  and 
re p a ir  o f  noble men tog idder w ith  the re p a ir  and 
charge o f  the Helandis and a ls  w ith  the furnesing o f
f is c h e r is  and t r a f f i c q u a r i s  o f  t h is  toun to  the l i e s ,
Yrland and e l l i s q u h a i r  . . .  w ith  the furnesing o f  the 
u n iv e r s i t ie  thee re p a ir  o f  mercatt f o lk i s  twy is  in  
oulk be the q u h i lk is  occasiones and ressones fo i r s a id
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the said toun and communite ar i n r i c h i t  and do ith  
stand fo r  the maist p a r te 1.
Their p e t i t io n  fu r th e r  re fe rred  to  the problem o f  drought and the fac t 
th a t  when the town m i l l s  were thus rendered inoperable the burgesses 
were obliged to  pay 'double m u l tu r is ' ,  to  the other m i l l s  where they 
ground th e i r  corn, and to  the farmer o f  the burgh m i l l s .  Accordingly 
the act o f  th i r la g e  was rescinded and s ig n i f i c a n t l y  the accounts show 
th a t  one month la te r ,  on 5 August 1581, £37 was repaid to  the farmer o f 
the m i l l ,  presumably as compensation.19"5 The immediate e f fe c t  on the 
income generated from th is  source fo r  the common good was th a t  the value 
o f  the m i l l  farm, which had r isen  from around £109 between 1573 and 1580 
to  £120 between 1580 and 1582, f e l l  back to  £100 in  1582-83. Yet in  
the fo l lo w in g  year, despite the fa c t  th a t  the inhab ita n ts  o f  the burgh 
were no longer obliged to  g r ind  th e i r  corn a t the town's m i l l s ,  the 
revenue obtained from th is  custom rose to  £133, though i t  f e l l  back 
again to  £100 in  1584-86.
So, the act o f  th i r la g e  and i t s  repeal had l i t t l e  rea l e f fe c t  on 
the le v e l  o f  the m i l l  farm or on the sums c red ited  to  the common 
good from th is  source. As s h a l l  now be demonstrated the performance o f 
the harvests was o f  fa r  greater s ig n if ic a n c e  since t h is  d i r e c t ly  
a f fe c ted  the qua n t i ty  o f  g ra in  ava i la b le  fo r  g r ind ing  at the burgh 's 
m i l l s .
The success or f a i lu r e  o f  the crop also determined the amount o f  
g ra in  coming to  the market on which the la d le  custom could be lev ied  
and i t  is  not s u rp r is in g  to  f in d  th a t  both the customs o f  the la d le  and 
the m i l l  reacted in  the same general way in  response to  harvest trends. 
For example a good harvest in  1576 led to  an increase in  the money 
obtained from these customs but the crop f a i lu r e  o f  the fo l lo w in g  year 
which, i t  w i l l  be re ca lle d ,  ob liged the a u th o r i t ie s  to  ra ise  r e t a i l  
p r ic e s 196 also led to  a reduction in  the revenue obtained from these 
farms. What is  remarkable, however, given the common fac to rs  a f fe c t in g  
these customs, is  the widening gap in  t h e i r  value. The la d le  had 
always produced more revenue than the m i l l  custom, as might be expected 
since not a l l  g ra in  a r r iv in g  at the market would be sent to  the town's 
m i l l s  fo r  g r ind ing :  thus in  1574 the la d le  farm produced £120 whereas 
the m i l l  farm was set a t £109. However, whereas between 1578 and 1581
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the farm o f  the m i l l  appreciated by 12% from £107 to £120, the la d le  
custom rose in  value by 109% from £123 to a peak o f  £237. Evasion o f 
the unpopular th i r la g e  le g is la t io n  and the inadequacy o f  the m i l ls  to 
cope w ith  demand may p a r t ly  exp la in  t h is  marked discrepancy but, 
whatever the case, the lo c a l  market, as re f le c te d  by the value o f  the 
la d le  custom, was e v id e n t ly  f lo u r is h in g  at t h is  time, a fa c to r  which 
probably accounts fo r  the augmentation o f  the value o f  the m i l l  custom 
to  £133 in  1583 desp ite  the repeal o f  the th i r la g e  le g is la t io n  in  1581.
By 1583 the la d le  and m i l l  customs were producing 35% and 19% o f the 
common good re s p e c t iv e ly .  However the economy began to  s u f fe r  a series 
o f  reve rsa ls  occasioned by crop fa i lu re s  and the th re a t  o f  plague.
The a u th o r i t ie s  were ob liged to  l e t  p r ices  r is e  and probably aware o f 
the fa c t  th a t  income from these customs would f a l l  decided in  1584 to 
roup the la d le  and m i l l  customs toge the r,  no doubt in  the hope th a t  the 
p rospective  farmer would produce a higher b id  once the more lu c ra t iv e  
la d le  custom was combined w ith  th a t  o f  the m i l l .  The combined farm 
produced £300 in  1584 as opposed to  £380, the sum which had been obtained 
fo r  the common good from these customs separa te ly  the previous year.
The farms were d is jo in e d  in  1585 but produced only £306 13s 4d.
Two s a l ie n t  fac ts  are evident from the foregoing. The f i r s t  is  
th a t  the monies obtained from the customs o f  the m i l l  and the la d le  
were c lo se ly  re la ted  to  the performance o f  the lo c a l economy. The 
second is  that, no tw iths tand ing  f lu c tu a t io n s  in  tha t  economy and the 
e f fe c t  which those f lu c tu a t io n s  would have on the behaviour o f  
prospective  farmers at the annual Whitsun roups, the value o f the la d le  
custom increased considerably during the period 1573-1584 to the extent 
th a t  i t  became the s in g le  most important component o f  the burgh's 
o rd ina ry  revenue. Whereas during these years the bridge custom produced 
about 8% and the m i l l  custom between 15% and 19% o f  the common good, 
the la d le 's  c o n t r ib u t io n  to  the burgh 's revenue rose from around 20% 
between 1573 and 1579 to  about 35% in  the e a r ly  1580s, being as much as 
40% in  1581. The steady r is e  in  the value o f  the la d le  re f le c te d  a 
f lo u r is h in g  market and good harvests ; i t s  subsequent dec line ( together 
w ith  th a t  o f  the m i l l  custom) m irrored the e f fe c ts  o f  the crop fa i lu re s  
and g ra in  shortages which began to  a f f l i c t  the na t io na l and reg iona l 
economies in  the mid -1580s.
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To summarise, the burgh 's common good consisted o f  income drawn
from land ren ts ,  cas u a lt ie s ,  burgess en try  f ines  and the pe tty  
197customs. Despite continued encroachments on the common lands, 
income from land ren ts  was remarkably constant. Income from burgess 
admissions was less s ta b le ,  p rov id ing  between £124 and £184 in  the 1570s 
but f a l l i n g  away sharp ly in  the 1580s, poss ib ly  because o f  the 
i n s t a b i l i t y  in  the burgh 's governance a t t h is  time. While income from 
ca su a lt ie s  played a minor and spasmodic ro le ,  and d id  not fea ture  at 
a l l  in  the 1580s, the loss o f  revenue from burgess e n tr ie s  was more 
than compensated fo r  by the burgh 's pe t ty  customs, and in  p a r t ic u la r ,  
th a t  o f  the la d le .
I f  the burgh 's ac tua l annual income is  examined ( th a t  i s ,  the
charge o f  each account minus the balances passed on from treasure r to
trea su re r  which serve to  i n f l a t e  a r t i f i c i a l l y  the charges o f  the
accounts) the fo l lo w in g  s a l ie n t  features emerge. Taking the income o f
£569 in  1573-74 as a base l in e ,  income rose sharply in  the fo l lo w in g
year to  £730. However £113 o f  t h is  came from booth e n t r ie s ,  and i f
t h is  ex trao rd ina ry  charge is  excluded, the ' r e a l '  increase can be
id e n t i f i e d .  This came from rents  from the newly a l iena ted  common lands
(though, in  fa c t ,  these were not a c tu a l ly  co l le c te d  u n t i l  the fo l low ing  
198year) .  So, d iscounting  booth e n t r ie s ,  income in  1574-75 would have
been £617: thus the 1575-76 f ig u re  o f  £618 in  e f fe c t  r e f le c ts  not a 
reduction  against the previous year, but a s ta b i l i s a t io n .
However, in  1576-77 a sharp r is e  in  income was recorded, from
£618 to  £720. A number o f  fa c to rs  caused t h is :  money from the admission
o f  burgesses continued to  r is e ,  a lb e i t  s low ly ;  the custom o f  the bridge 
had recovered from an unusual low the previous year; income from the 
m i l l  a lso increased, owing to  the t ra n s fe r  o f  the m i l l  farm in  November-
December 1576 at a ra te  which was to  the burgh 's advantage and which no
doubt re f le c te d  hopes (not to  be f u l f i l l e d )  regarding the e f fe c ts  o f  
t h i r la g e .  Yet by fa r  the most important co n tr ib u to ry  fa c to r  was the 
la d le  custom, income from which increased by £74. This phenomenon must 
have been caused by increased a c t i v i t y  a t the market and f a i r .  
Conversely, t h is  was o f  short du ra t ion , fo r  in  1577-78 the la d le  f e l l  in  
value by £67 in  response to a bad harvest.  This was the major fa c to r  
in  a reduction  o f  the o v e ra l l  income from the common good to £637,
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although th is  ysar also saw a sudden d im inu tion  oh monies from burgess 
f in e s ,  which up u n t i l  then had shown a steady increase. In fa c t  t o ta l  
revenue in  1577-78 would have been lower but fo r  some miscellaneous 
c a s u a lt ie s :  there were none o f  these in  1578-79 and income f e l l  to  £610, 
the second lowest f ig u re  o f  the decade.
So, in  the 1570s, the burgh 's common good f lu c tua ted  considerably, 
ranging between £569 and £730. However, abnormal items (the casua lt ie s )  
played a la rge  pa r t  in  t h is  and once these are discounted the range is  
reduced to  between £569 and £620, w ith  one ex trao rd ina ry  year, 1576-77, 
when due c h ie f ly  to  the la d le  farm, income rose to  £720.
Unfo rtuna te ly  the accounts fo r  the years 1579-80 and 1580-81 do not
su rv ive , but the farm p r ices  o f  the customs, recorded elsewhere in  the
act books, show a steady increase in  the la d le  and, to  a lesser ex ten t, 
199the m i l l .  When the accounts resume in  1581-82, income from burgess
e n t r ie s  has co llapsed, yet o v e ra l l  income is  on the increase. A minor 
element in  t h is  was the a d d it io n a l  ren t now being obtained from s i r  
Peter Law's chap la in ry  but once again the c h ie f  cause was the la d le  and, 
to  a degree, the m i l l ,  which tended to  m ir ro r  i t s  progress. In 1581-82 
they together produced as much as 59% o f  the t o ta l  and in  the next two 
years they continued to  c o n tr ib u te  more than 50% o f  the burgh 's income. 
This con tras ts  w ith  the 1570s when land ren ts  and burgess f ines  together 
could produce as much as 49%, 53% or 58%200 o f  the common good; in  the 
1580s these ' r e g u la r '  sources o f  income, which (u n l ik e  the pe tty  customs) 
could in  theory be c o n t ro l le d  by the burgh a dm in is tra t ion  were, 
in  percentage and in  re a l terms, f a l l i n g  in  value. O ve ra ll,  in  t h is  
la t e r  per iod , the common good rose s te a d i ly  to  a peak o f  £702 in  1583—
84: land ren ts  remained s tab le ,  burgess e n tr ie s  remained very low, but 
the la d le  and m i l l  increased in  value. However in  1584-85, desp ite  a 
small augmentation in  the revenue obtained from land rents  and a 
s u b s ta n t ia l  r e v iv a l  in  monies accruing from the admission o f  burgesses, 
the t o t a l  income o f  the common good f e l l  back to  £671. The la d le ,  the 
burgh 's  most lu c ra t iv e  resource, had diminished in  value, as had the m i l l  
custom, because o f  the economic d i f f i c u l t i e s  bese tt ing  the country at 
t h is  t im e. The absence o f  fu r th e r  accounts fo r  the la te  s ix teen th  
century precludes an examination o f  the cumulative and complicated 
e f fe c ts  o f  a succession o f  poor harvests coupled w ith  f a l l i n g  money
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values. I t  may be assumed tha t  the trend d is c e rn ib le  in  the accounts 
fo r  1584-85 was maintained fo r  several years though, as s h a l l  s h o r t ly  
be observed, there are some in d ic a t io n s  th a t  the burgh 's f in a n c ia l  
p o s i t io n  may have recovered to  some extent by the mid-1590s.201
C lea r ly  the burgh 's common good su ffe red  from c e r ta in  i n t r i n s i c  
l im i ta t io n s .  Rents from burgh p rope rt ie s  tended to  be f ixed  and 
attempts by the ad m in is tra t io n  to  augment t h is  type o f  income by 
a l ie n a t in g  t ra c ts  o f  common lands tended to provoke oppos it ion  which 
could not be ignored. Casualties were too i r r e g u la r  to  be o f  any great 
account. Burgess admission f ines  should have produced fa r  more income 
than they d id ;  th a t  they did not was due to  a v a r ie ty  o f  fa c to rs ,  c h ie f  
o f  which was the provosts ' generos ity  in  bestowing burgess-ships g ra t is  
on t h e i r  associates. Since the pe t ty  customs were farmed out to  the 
h ighest b idders, the a u th o r i t ie s  had l i t t l e  re a l in f luence  on the le v e l  
o f  monies obtained from these resources which were instead sub jec t to 
market forces ou tw ith  t h e i r  c o n t ro l .  The attempt to  increase the 
revenue obtained from the m i l l s  by a s t r i c t in g  the in h a b ita n ts  proved so 
unpopular tha t  the o ffend ing  le g is la t io n  was repealed a f te r  f iv e  years; 
in  any case th i r la g e  fa i le d  to  produce any appreciable re tu rns  because 
o f  the i n a b i l i t y  o f  the town's m i l l s  to  cope w ith  the demands placed 
upon them.
The i n f l e x i b i l i t y  o f  the common good was most apparent when the
a u th o r i t ie s  were faced w ith  ex trao rd ina ry  f in a n c ia l  demands. Because
each treasu re r  was expected to  spend a l l  o f  the monies which he 
202co l le c te d  there were no reserves which could be drawn upon to meet
contingenc ies . Consequently recourse had to  be had to  spec ia l s ten ts
and i t  w i l l  be re ca l le d  th a t  a f te r  t h is  device was employed tw ice in  the
1570s the a u th o r i t ie s  d isplayed a re luctance to  tax the burgess fu r th e r
203fo r  fear o f  provoking oppos it ion . Thus, fo r  example, when faced w ith
heavy expenditure a r is in g  from the necessity  o f  tak ing  measures to 
p ro te c t  the burgh from the plague in  1585, the magistrates and counc il 
borrowed 800 merks from a leading burgess, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  secured 
aga inst ren ts  due from c e r ta in  burgh lands, because the treasure r 
'was a lredy superexpendit and . . .  the commoun gudis 
and a n n u e l l is  q u h i lk is  war than to  be c o l l e c t i t  be 
th a i r  said thesaurer was bot o f  small a v a i l l  and
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nocht s u f f i c ie n t  to  the purpois f o i r s a id 1. 204
F inanc ia l reserves might have been b u i l t  up had there been some kind o f
ra t in g  system to supplement the t r a d i t io n a l  sources o f  ord inary income
which made up the common good but, ju s t  as occasional s te n t in g  was
unpopular w ith  the burgess community, the concept o f  a lo c a l  ra te  to
defray the general costs o f  a dm in is tra t ion  was p o l i t i c a l l y  unpala tab le.
Indeed i t  w i l l  be reca lled  th a t ,  desp ite  the sanction o f  Parliament,
205the device o f  a compulsory poor ra te  was eschewed and i t  may be 
doubted whether a ra te  fo r  general purposes was even considered at th is  
time.
Yet no tw ithstand ing these inherent weaknesses in  i t s  f is c a l
base the burgh a d m in is tra t io n  coped w ith  most o f  the f in a n c ia l  demands
upon i t  and was able to  weather the occasional c r i s i s  w ithout too much
d i f f i c u l t y .  P a r t ly  through c a re fu l management and p a r t ly  through
favourable economic circumstances, the value o f  Glasgow's common good
rose from £569 in  1573-74 to  £671 in  1584-85, an increased o f  18%. This
encouraging trend was re f le c te d  in  the burgh 's assessment fo r  na t iona l
ta x a t io n s .  In 1575 Glasgow was placed seventh in  the tax r o l l  compiled
by the Convention o f  Royal Burghs, being expected to  c o n tr ib u te  2.7% o f
the burghs' share o f  the n a t io na l ta xa t io n  o f  £11,000 ra ised tha t  year.
By 1583 Glasgow had been promoted to  s ix th  p lace, i t s  le v e l  o f
206c o n t r ib u t io n  now being set a t 3.5%.
S im i la r ly  the d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  the mid-1580s, suggested by the down­
ward trend detectable in  the value o f  the common good as recorded in  the 
accounts o f 1584-85 and confirmed by the loan o f  800 merks taken out in  
1585 to cover the costs o f  measures taken to  combat the plague, were
m irrored in  the burgh 's tax assessment as set by the Convention.
207Although th a t  loan was repaid in  1586 and the immediate th re a t  o f
siijkr
b a n k r u p t c y  w a s  a v e r t e d ,  s o m e ^ m d i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  b u r g h ' s  d i f f i c u l t i e s  c a n  
b e  g l e a n e d  f r o m  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i n  a  t a x  r o l l  c o m p i l e d  i n  N o n e *be,' 1587 
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h> 3,25%.208 Of course many fa c to rs  determined a burgh 's place on the 
tax r o l l ,  not le a s t  perhaps being the a b i l i t y  o f  i t s  representa t ives 
to  convince the other members o f  the Convention o f  i t s  p l ig h t  
p a r t i c u la r ly  since a l l  the burghs would have been a ffec ted  by the 
harvest fa i lu re s  and i n f l a t i o n  which marked these years. Yet although
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no exact c o r re la t io n  can be proved between the value o f  a burgh 's common
good and the formula used by the Convention to c a lcu la te  a burgh 's
taxab le  capacity, i t  seems tha t  in  the case o f  Glasgow such a re la t io n s h ip
can be detected. I f  t h is  is  accepted, these tax assessment data can be
used to  supplement the l i t t l e  in fo rm ation  which is  a va i la b le  from
Glasgow's own records regarding how the burgh's f in a n c ia l  p o s i t io n
a l te re d  a f te r  the mid-1580s; fo r  p rec ise ly  how the burgh a u th o r i t ie s
managed during these d i f f i c u l t  years can not be accurate ly  gauged
since many o f  the minutes are missing and the next common good accounts
to  surv ive  date from the f i r s t  decade o f  the seventeenth century.
Such records as remain show tha t  the magistrates and counc il decided
to  fo re -m a il the customs, a p ra c t ice  which was also adopted at Ayr
during th is  period and which had the advantage o f  guaranteeing a set
210income ir re s p e c t iv e  o f  harvest performance. Thus i t  is  known tha t
in  1586 the la d le  was set to  David Donald fo r  f iv e  years, though the
farm p r ice  was not recorded; s im i la r ly ,  in  May 1589 the town m i l l s
were set to  W il l iam  Spang fo r  three years at a yearly  ra te  o f  568 merks 
211(£379). I f  i t  i s  assumed tha t  a burgh 's place on the na t io na l tax
r o l l  re f le c te d  to some degree the hea lth  or otherwise o f  i t s  finances 
i t  is  .-notable th a t  in  1591 Glasgow had been promoted from s ix th  to 
f i f t h  place, being expected to  meet 3.5% o f  the burghs' share o f 
taxa t ions  (a p o s i t io n  egu iva len t to i t s  standing in  1583) and th a t  in
2121594, though s t i l l  placed f i f t h , i t s  share had been increased to 4.5%.
At Whitsun 1595 the la d le  custom was set a t £400 (£207 in  1585) and the
213m i l l s  at £500 (£100 in  1585). These sharp increases in  the values
o f  these farms were probably mainly a t t r ib u ta b le  to  in f l a t i o n  ( i t  w i l l
be reca lled  tha t  r e t a i l  p r ices  rose roughly th re e - fo ld  in  the la s t
214guarte r  o f  the s ix teen th  cen tu ry ),  but pa r t  at le as t  may have been 
caused by an improvement in  the lo c a l  economy re s u l t in g  in  a rea l 
augmentation o f  the value o f  these customs. Without the common good 
accounts o f  t h is  period to  confirm th a t  these farm pr ices  were matched 
by the monies a c tu a l ly  received by the treasure rs  and tha t  other sources 
o f  income (land ren ts  and burgess admissions in  p a r t ic u la r )  a t leas t 
remained s tab le , i t  i s  impossible to  v e r i f y  t h is  hypothesis.
Nonetheless these f ig u re s ,  coupled w ith  what is  known about the burgh's 
assessments fo r  n a t io na l taxa t ions ,  suggest th a t  by the mid-1590s the 
a u th o r i t ie s ,  through c a re fu l management ( fo r  example by fo re -m a il in g
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the customs), may have succeeded in  increas ing the value o f  the burgh's 
common good or, at the very le a s t ,  in  revers ing the downward trend 
d is c e rn ib le  in  the mid 1580s.
Returning to  the accounts o f  the 1570s and ea r ly  1580s i t  is  now 
necessary to  consider how the burgh's common good or o rd inary  income 
was used by the a u th o r i t ie s .  Such in fo rm ation  is  to  be found in  the 
'd ischarges ' to  the accounts which record the a d m in is t ra t io n 's  o rd inary 
expenditure.
3. The burgh's ordinary expenditure
The discharges o f  the common good cons is t  o f  l i s t s  o f  disbursements 
on a wide v a r ie ty  o f  items, the very d iv e r s i t y  o f  which r e f le c t s  the 
range o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n 's  a c t i v i t i e s .  These discharges are o f 
fu r th e r  value since they f req uen t ly  re fe r  to  in c iden ts  which were not 
recorded in  the minutes. I t  i s  not the purpose o f  t h is  sect ion  to  
d iscuss each entry  set out in  the discharges but i t  i s  poss ib le  to 
d iv id e  them in to  s ix  broad ca tegor ies : adjustments to  the charges, 
outgoings re la ted  to  c h a p la in r ie s ,  the payment o f  fees to  o f f i c i a l s ,  the 
p rov is ion  o f  h o s p i t a l i t y ,  ou t lays  on p u b lic  works, and expenditure on 
general a d m in is t ra t iv e  m atters. The f i r s t  two o f  these categories can 
be dea lt  w ith  b r i e f l y .
As has already been discussed c e r ta in  monies c red ited  to  the common
good each year were not in  fa c t  c o l le c te d :  annuals due from some
p ro p e rt ie s  were waived, burgess entry  f ines  could be rem itted  in  whole
or in  pa r t  and rebates were sometimes issued to the farmers o f  the
215burgh 's  pe t ty  customs. These adjustments to  the charges appear m  
the discharges, though o f  course they did not represent items o f  
expenditure as such, being instead paper transac tions . Nonetheless on 
average they represented between 2% and 6% o f  t o ta l  'ou tgo ings ' in  any 
given year (or between £11 and £35) and could sometimes account fo r  as 
much as 11% o f  a d ischarge, as occurred in  1574-75 when the rents  from 
the newly a l iena ted  waste lands were not taken up (£55 o f a t o ta l  
adjustment o f  £75) and again in  1584-85 when seven burgess admission 
f in e s  were d ive rted  to  a s s is t  the b a i l ie s  w ith  t h e i r  fees and fund an 
escort fo r  the archbishop when he journeyed to Edinburgh to attend
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Parliament (£70 o f  a t o ta l  adjustment o f  £99 ).216
A tte n t io n  has also been drawn to the expenditure which was 
earmarked each year to  meet payments on the leases o f  the former 
p ro p e r t ie s  o f  the church which provided income to the common good and 
the th i r d s  due to  the u n iv e rs i ty  from those p ro p e r t ie s .2^  These 
outgoings on ch ap la in r ies  amounted to  around £33 per annum in  the 1570s 
and £28 per annum in  the ea r ly  1580s, equ iva lent to  about 5?o o f  a l l
91 ftdisbursements each year.
The th i r d  c lass o f  disbursements to  be noted was the payment o f
s a la r ie s  or wages to  c e r ta in  burgh o f f i c i a l s .  These conveniently  f a l l
219in to  two groups: the 'common fe is  y e i r l i e '  paid to  the provost, the
b a i l i e s ,  the common p rocu ra to r ,  the common c le rk ,  the trea su re r ,  the 
master o f  work, the poinder, the herdsmen and the surgeon; and 
miscellaneous fees or wages paid to  c e r ta in  minor o f f i c i a l s .
The le v e l  o f  sa la ry  enjoyed by the f i r s t  group was, fo r  the most
p a r t ,  c lo se ly  re la ted  to  burgess f ines  and in  p a r t ic u la r  the ra te
le v ie d  on those who married the younger daughters o f  e x is t in g  burgesses.
This type o f  f in e  had been set at £6 13s 4d but in  June 1574 i t  rose to
220£10 and remained at th a t  le v e l  during the 1570s and 1580s. The
provost received two such burgess f ines  (the re levant entry  in  the
accounts fo r  1574-75 confirms th a t  h is  sa la ry  o f  £20 was ' tua burges 
221fy n e s ')  wh ile  the b a i l ie s ,  common p rocu ra to r ,  common c le rk ,  t reasure r
222and master o f  work were given one each. Thus, as has been e a r l ie r
observed, i t  would appear th a t  a set number o f  burgess f ines  were 
earmarked fo r  s a la r ie s  each ye a r .223 Also in  re ce ip t  o f  s a la r ie s  from 
the common good were the poinder and the herdsmen but t h e i r  fees were 
not l in ke d  to  burgess admission f in e s .  The poinder received £1 6s 8d 
per annum in  the 1570s. By 1581-82 th is  had r isen  to  £2 10s Od and in
2241584-85 h is  sa la ry  was doubled to  £5. Two herdsmen were appointed
225annually  and each received a sa la ry  o f  £2 10s Od up u n t i l  1575-76.
No fees were recorded in  the accounts o f  the next two years and indeed
in  those o f  1577—78 i t  i s  found th a t  Thomas Templeton and Peter A itken,
226herdsmen, had been given alms o f  £1 each 'becaus th a i gat na fe e ' .
The herdsmen were again paid a sa la ry  out o f  the common good in  1578-79 
but th e re a f te r  the p ra c t ic e  was d iscontinued in  preference, i t  would
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seem, to  a system whereby they obtained th e i r  remuneration from those
227whose l iv e s to c k  they tended. The most notable a dd it ion  to  the
group o f  o f f i c i a l s  in  re ce ip t  o f  an annual sa la ry  drawn from the common
good was Thomas Mylne, surgeon, who was paid £20, or two burgess f ines ,
from 1578-79 onwards. Mylne was h im se lf  entered a burgess g ra t is  in  
June 1578 and the re levan t minute s ta tes  th a t  t h is  was done 'conforme to
9 9 o
the con trac t be tw ix t  the townschip and h im '.  This con trac t is  not
extan t but i t  i s  remarkable th a t  in  terms o f  annual sa la ry  Mylne was on
a par w ith  the provost and received more than any other o f f i c i a l ,
in c lu d in g  the b a i l i e s .  By way o f  comparison, the burgh had entered in to
a s im i la r  arrangement w ith  h is  predecessor, Alexander Hay, surgeon, in
May 1577. On h is  admission as a burgess g ra t is  Hay had been promised an
annual pension o f  only ten merks (or £6 13s 4d) and the accounts record
229one such payment, in  1577-78.
Expenditure on these'commoun f ie s '  varied l i t t l e :  the c h ie f  fac to rs  
which a ffec ted  i t  were the le v e l  o f  the type o f  burgess f in e  which 
governed most o f  these s a la r ie s  (which remained steady at £10 from 
1574-75 onwards), the number o f  b a i l ie s  in  o f f i c e  in  a given year, and 
the a d d it io n  o f  a fee to  the surgeon from 1578-79 onwards. However i t  
may be noted th a t  these fees were tw ice sub ject to  increases caused by 
paying a rrears  to  two o f  the provosts.
In the accounts fo r  1573-74 fees were paid to  Robert Lord Boyd, 
the then provost, and to  S ir  John Stewart o f  Minto ' allegeand fo r  h is  f ie  
im m ed ia tl ie  before the Michaelmes tha t  he past f u r t h t  o f  h is  o f f i c e  o f
97n
p ro v e s t r ie ' ,  th a t  is  1572-73. I t  w i l l  be reca lled  th a t  Boyd had
been appointed provost by the regent Morton in  October 1573 and had one
231month la te r  e jected Minto from the depute b a i l ie s h ip  o f  the re g a l i t y .
The tone o f  t h is  en try  seems to  r e f le c t  the animosity between Boyd and 
M into; more im po rtan t ly  i t  suggests th a t  the payment o f  M in to 's  fee was 
e i th e r  d e l ib e ra te ly  w ithhe ld  or was overlooked during the changeover in  
the governance o f  the burgh. Even i f  the l a t t e r  explanation was the 
case i t  in d ica tes  a breakdown in  a d m in is tra t ive  procedures.
The second example o f  the annual expenditure on sa la r ie s  being 
augmented because a rrears  to  a provost had to  be made up is  found in  
the accounts fo r  1584-85 which included a payment to  the e a r l  o f
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Montrose, provost in  1583-84, o f  h is  'prowest f ie  awing to him' and
another payment o f  a p rovos t 's  fee, presumably to  the then incumbent,
S i r  W il l iam  L iv ingstone o f  K i ls y th  (the re c ip ie n t  was not a c tu a l ly  
232
named). This again po in ts  to  a s lackening o f  normal a dm in is tra t ive
procedures. Throughout the 1570s, so fa r  as can be judged, the payment
o f  fees was e f fec ted  during the year o f  o f f i c e  o f  the re c ip ie n ts  o f
those s a la r ie s ;  th a t  is  to  say th a t  the provost and other senior
o f f i c e r s  in  post in ,  fo r  example, 1575-76 or 1578-79, received th e i r
233fees from the common good o f  those years. However, close examination
o f  the accounts o f  the 1580s d isc loses th a t  by then the provosts '
s a la r ie s  (though not those o f  the b a i l i e s )  were being paid out one year
la te r  than should have been the case because at some po in t between 1579
234and 1581 payment o f  the p ro vo s t 's  fee had lapsed.
The fa c t  th a t  the o r ig in  o f  t h is  d i f f i c u l t y  can be traced back to
the period 1579-81 is  s ig n i f i c a n t .  I t  w i l l  be reca lled  tha t  between
October 1580 and May 1581 the a d m in is tra t ion  was purged in  favour o f
supporters o f  Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox. As has already been argued th is  and
subsequent events, the Montgomery c r i s i s  and the r is e  o f  a p resbyterian
fa c t io n  a t odds w ith  Lennox and h is  colleagues, had a de tr im enta l e f fe c t
on the q u a l i ty  o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n ,  symptoms o f which are to  be
detected in  the fac ts  th a t  not only are the accounts fo r  1579-81
in e x p l ic a b ly  missing but those fo r  1581-83 were only audited a f te r  
235very long delays. Furthermore, as has also been observed, although
the accounts recorded disbursements on sa la r ie s  i t  is  evident th a t  these
were not always forthcoming from the common good but instead had to be
236met by d iv e r t in g  burgess f in e s ,  e i th e r  at admission or subsequently.
This p ra c t ic e  had to  be adopted from time to  time throughout the period 
237under d iscussion but o f  spec ia l in te re s t  is  the s i tu a t io n  which arose
in  1581-82. I f ,  as seems l i k e l y ,  the common fees were a charge against
a set number o f  burgess f ines  a c tu a l ly  c red ited  to  the common good,
p a r t ic u la r  d i f f i c u l t i e s  may w e ll  have arisen th a t  year when only f iv e
238such f in e s  were passed to  the common good at a time when eleven were 
requ ired  to  cover the s a la r ie s  o f  o f f i c i a l s  (two each fo r  the provost 
and the surgeon, one each fo r  the three b a i l ie s ,  the common procura to r , 
the c le rk ,  the treasu re r  and the master o f  work). Thus, although the 
a d m in is tra t io n  should have foreseen th is  problem, in  a l l  l ik e l ih o o d
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some o f  the fees recorded as disbursed in  the 1581-82 accounts were not in  
fa c t  paid out o f  the common good and indeed i t  is  known th a t  the c le rk  
obtained nothing from the treasure r th a t  year and had to be recompensed 
w ith  a burgess f in e  in  May 1583.239
In conclusion i t  seems v a l id  to  view the commitment to  pay the 
s a la r ie s  o f  provost Montrose and provost L iv ingstone fo r  1583-85 out o f  
the 1584-85 common good in  the context o f  an attempt to r e c t i f y  the 
anomalous s i tu a t io n  which had been allowed to develop in  the ea r ly  
1580s (almost c e r ta in ly  because o f  the p o l i t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f  tha t  
t ime) whereby the provosts ' sa la r ie s  were being discharged by the 
t reasu re rs  one year in  arrears w ith  no guarantee tha t  even then the 
provosts would receive th e i r  payment through the common good. The fac t  
th a t  remedial measures were taken at th a t  time confirms the argument 
a lready put forward th a t  the Montrose and L iv ingstone adm in is tra t ions  
consciously set out to  redress the shortcomings o f  t h e i r  predecessors 
in  f i s c a l  a f f a i r s . 240
Apart from the common fees, other occasional fees or wages were
paid from time to  time to  c e r ta in  minor burgh o f f i c i a l s .  The most
regu la r  was an annual payment o f  £2 13s 4d to  s i r  A rchibald D ick ie  fo r
241look ing  a f te r  the 'knok' or clock in  the to lbo o th .  Other payments
were fa r  more spasmodic. The s in g le  pension to  Alexander Hay, surgeon,
242has already been noted. Malcolm Hamilton tw ice received a fee o f  £1
243as keeper o f  the grass market, in  1573-74 and 1574-75. The 1570s
also saw several small payments made to  the keepers o f  the Gallowgate
w e l l . 244 Other ou tlays  were caused by the need to respond to lo c a l  or
n a t io n a l emergencies. During the th re a ts  o f  plague in  1574 and 1584
wages were given to  men to  watch the p o r ts :  the accounts fo r  1584-85
245record th a t  £29 was disbursed in  wages fo r  t h is  purpose. S im i la r ly
in  spr ing  1578 the regency o f  Morton was threatened, and as pa rt  o f  the
measures adopted to  secure s t a b i l i t y  throughout the country, the
a u th o r i t ie s  in  Glasgow were ordered to  mount spec ia l watches. As a
re s u l t  £28 16s Od was paid to  Hector Dunlop, Alexander Tannochill and
Fergus Donaldson fo r  keeping watch at the steeple over the space o f  nine
weeks in  the spring o f  1578 and two fu r th e r  payments followed in  June,
246b r ing ing  the t o ta l  ou t lay  to  £41 12s Od. More mundane payments were
those made fo r  c o l le c t in g  the rents  o f  the newly a liena ted  common lands
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between 1575 and 1577. John Steyne as c o l le c to r  received the emolument
in  1575-76 and 1577-78 but in  the in te rven ing  year the ben e f ic ia ry  
247was the trea su re r .  Another o f  the senior burgh o f f i c i a l s  in  rece ip t 
o f  an annual sa la ry  to  obta in an extra  payment was Archibald Hegate, 
the c le rk ,  who in  1584-85 was given £6 11s Od ’ fo r  making and performing 
o f  h is  compt' . 248
With respect to  the payment o f  fees to  minor o f f i c i a l s  i t  should be
noted th a t  in  several cases ( fo r  example the ale ta s te rs ,  the market
v i s i t o r s ,  the water b a i l ie s )  i t  i s  not known how, i f  at a l l ,  remuneration
was provided, no references to wages fo r  these men occurr ing  in  e i th e r
the accounts or the minutes. However the minutes do d isc lose  how the
o f f i c e r s  and the m ins tre ls  were paid. The o f f ic e r s  p r io r  to  October
1579 received a wage at Yule but th e re a f te r  were expected to  support
themselves from small f ines  which they were authorised to  take up from
249those in d iv id u a ls  to  whom they de live red  court summonses. In the
case o f  the m ins tre ls  each burgess was expected to  make a donation fo r  
t h e i r  maintenance, i t  being s t ip u la te d  on th e i r  appointment in  June 1574 
th a t  they were ' t o  h a i f  f ra  i l k  freman a l la n e r l ie ,  but meyt, twa
250s c h i l l i n g i s  money at the l e i s t  w ith  the mair a t the gevaris  p le s o u r ' .  
S im i la r  devices may have been used to pay other minor o f f i c i a l s ,  the 
in te n t io n  presumably being to  spread the a d m in is t ra t io n 's  sa la ry  b i l l  
across the community so as to  avoid exhausting the common good.
C o l le c t iv e ly  common good expenditure on sa la r ie s  and miscellaneous
wages amounted to  between 12?o and 23?o o f  a l l  disbursements between 1573
and 1585, or in  rea l terms between £87 and £172 per annum. The common
fees or sa la r ie s  alone rose from around £86 per year in  the 1570s to
about £112 in  the 1580s, t h is  increase being caused c h ie f ly  by the
a d d it io n  o f  a pension to  the surgeon. The miscellaneous fees provided
the main va r iab le  and were la rg e ly  responsib le fo r  the two peaks o f
1577-78 (when spec ia l watches were set up at the k in g 's  command) and
1584-85(when watches were also estab lished as pa r t  o f  the measures taken
251to  combat the plague).
Apart from ob ta in ing  s a la r ie s  from the common good the senior 
o f f i c i a l s ,  together w ith  the c o u n c i l lo rs ,  o ften  wined and dined at the 
town's expense and th is  p r iv i le g e  was sometimes extended to in d iv id u a ls
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employed by the burgh who were not otherwise paid fo r  t h e i r  t ro u b le ,
most notably the outlandmen. S im ila r  favours were also bestowed on
im portant ou ts iders  from time to time. Expenditure on the p rov is ion  o f
these two types o f  h o s p i ta l i t y ,  in te rn a l  and ex te rna l,  forms the fou rth
c lass  o f  disbursements from the common good to be considered and
f re g u e n t ly  accounted fo r  a la rge p roport ion  o f  annual expenditure: £120
(2*]% o f  t o t a l  discharges) in  1573-74; £128 (20%) in  1575-76; £198 (27%)
in  1576-77; £117 (18%) in  1577-78; £173 (28%) in  1578-79; £148 (27%) in
1583-84; and £112 (13%) in  1584-85. Yet ou t lay  on h o s p i ta l i t y  could be
much le ss :  £19 (3%) in  1574-75; £45 (9%) in  1581-82; and £53 (8%) in
1582-83. Examination o f  o v e ra l l  expenditure trends suggests th a t  the
exp lana tion  fo r  t h is  phenomenon l ie s  in  the fa c t  th a t  money was spent
on enterta inment i f  i t  was not reguired fo r  other purposes, such as
the funding o f  p ub lic  works or le ga l and general a d m in is tra t ive  costs.
Although in d ic a t iv e  o f  a degree o f  sound f in a n c ia l  management t h is
exp lana tion  would also tend to  support the argument th a t  each block o f
common good monies were there to  be spent to  the f u l l  and th a t  the
re te n t io n  o f  contingency reserves, i f  not a c t iv e ly  avoided, was not
252consciously pursued.
Contrary to what might be expected most sums disbursed under t h is
head o f  expenditure were fo r  in te rn a l  h o s p i ta l i t y .  Entertainment o f
ou ts ide rs  was by no means a major c a l l  on resources and only in  1581-82
d id  such payments exceed disbursements on food and d r ink  supplied to
253o f f i c i a l s  o f  the burgh. Yet the p rov is ion  o f  ex te rna l h o s p i ta l i t y
to  members o f  the n o b i l i t y  and gentry was one o f  the main means (along
254w ith  the granting  o f  burgess-ships g ra t is  to  such in d iv id u a ls )  
whereby the burgh could hope to maintain in f luence  in  an age in  which 
c i v i c  munificence was expected to  be forthcoming and the patronage o f 
such men was a sine gua non o f  advancement. The low le v e l  o f  expenditure 
on such h o s p i ta l i t y  re f le c te d  not the burgh 's unw il l ingness to  become 
invo lved in  such a system but ra the r i t s  comparative in s ig n i f ic a n c e  at 
a time when economic and p o l i t i c a l  power was located in  the eastern 
h a l f  o f  the kingdom. Despite t h is  fa c t  during these years qu i te  a la rge 
number o f  lo rds  and gentry were en te rta ined  by the burgh: A rg y l l ,  
C a s s i l l i s ,  Caithness, Angus, C h a te lh e ra u lt , G lencairn, Dunfermline 
Glamis, Maclean, Arbroath, Morton, Arran, L iv ingstone, and the la i r d s  o f
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Ardk ing lass, Drumquhassil and Nether P o l lo k .255
James VI was in  Glasgow from 28 August to  16 October 1581256 and 
severa l disbursements in  the 1581-82 accounts re la te  to  the h o s p i ta l i t y  
given to  the young k ing : 2s 6d was paid to  a c a r te r  ' f o r  careing tedder 
beddis to  the c a s te l ' ;  Robert Semple in  Dumbarton was paid £13 6s 8d 
' f o r  ow tse tt ing  o f  the pastyme to the k in g is  m a je s t ie ' ;  £1 was given to 
Margaret Ross fo r  p rov id ing  the players w ith  d inner; and 13s Ad was paid 
fo r  two quarts o f  wine 'p ropon it  to  the k in g 1. This le v e l o f  h o s p i ta l i t y  
was by no means excessive: indeed the la rge s t  disbursement associated 
w ith  the v i s i t  was one o f  £20 ' f o r  blue c lo th  to  be the o f f i c ia r s  
c l a i t h i s  agains the k in g is  cummen to the toune '.
Externa l h o s p i ta l i t y  was not confined to the n o b i l i t y  and the king.
Apart from the fees given to  the burgh's le ga l advisers in  Edinburgh
258(which w i l l  be discussed la te r )  the adm in is tra t ion  on several
occasions sent p rov is ions  to  various men o f  law in  the c a p i ta l :  wine
and whisky were usual, but £3 5s Od was disbursed in  1577-78 on a ba rre l
o f  he rr ing  fo r  Mr Alexander Sim, 'advocat in  E d in b u r th t ' ,  wh ile  in
1581-82 'wine and s t ro tc h e rs ' (sweetmeats) were sent to  the c le rks  o f
259the Secret Council. Actions which nowadays would c o n s t i tu te  b r ibe ry
were, in  the s ix teen th  century, an accepted form o f  burgh expenditure.
In the instances so fa r  noted ex te rna l h o s p i ta l i t y  might be b e t te r  s ty led  
disbursements to  ensure the continued patronage and favour o f  the 
in f l u e n t i a l .  Another motive behind ex te rna l h o s p i ta l i t y  was the desire 
not to  create offence, to  be seen as being lo y a l or f r ie n d ly :  thus, in  
May 1579 the burgh spent £3 12s Od on three gallons o f  wine given to 
' th e  crowner and cannonars' who passed through the town during the 
ac t ions  taken by the regent Morton against the Hamilton fam ily ,  members
o f  whom had nevertheless prev ious ly  received h o s p i ta l i t y  from the
■ . 260 burgh.
In te rn a l  h o s p i ta l i t y  took a v a r ie ty  o f  forms, re c ip ie n ts  in c lud ing
not ju s t  the burgh o f f i c i a l s  'and wther honest menis' but also on
961 262occasions the archbishop and the parson o f  Glasgow. I t  was common
p ra c t ic e  each year a f te r  the Whitsun head court to  give 'ane d is ion e '
to  the outlandmen whose task i t  was to  examine encroachments on the
commons, and at or around the same time to hold a banquet attended by
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the p rovos t,  b a i l i e s ,  co u n c i l  and occas iona lly  the deacons and o ther 
263lead ing  burgesses. S im i la r ly ,  banquets were sometimes arranged a t
o the r  times o f  the year fo r  the m agis tra tes and c o u n c i l .  O ccasiona lly  
these were held as a r e s u l t  o f  a s p e c i f ic  occurrence. In  Ju ly  1583 at 
the time o f  the d is tu rbances between the merchants and craftsmen 
£13 6s 8d was paid fo r  wine given to  the p rovost, and £48 fo r  d inners 
to  the p rovos t,  b a i l i e s ,  coun c il  and deacons, ' th e  tyme the prouest 
remained in  t h is  toun fo r  p a c i fy in g  o f  the t r o u b le s ' . 264
Less expensive d inners were given from time to  time to  o f f i c a l s
o f  the burgh: fo r  example to  those who 'm e t t '  the lands o f  G arngadh il l
in  A p r i l  1574 (15s); to  those who inspected the m i l l  in  May 1577 to  see
how best to  re p a ir  i t  (18s); to  those who inspected the m i l l  in  December
1581, in c lu d in g  the b a i l i e s  and some c o u n c i l lo r s  (£3 Os 6d); and to
' th e  b a i l l i e s  and maist p a r t  o f  the counsale a f te r  t h e i r  cuming out o f
K i lp a t r i c k  fo r  ane m e it t in g  o f  the b a i l l e i s  and counsal o f  Dumbarton', 
265(£3 ) .  More unusual were the d inners given to  the 'young men' who
rode to  the Parliament a t  S t i r l i n g  in  1578 and the twenty-two p in ts  o f
a le  g iven to  the town's men who met the a r t i l l e r y  t r a in  on i t s  way to
266the s iege o f  Hamilton in  the sp r ing  o f  1579, w h ile  on one occasion
a le  was given a t the master o f  work 's  command ' t o  the workmen th a t  k a is t
267the fench a t the l y t i l l  g rene '.  Several re ferences occur to  the
268supply o f  food and d r in k  to  the coun c il  house, and to  these may
probably be added many o f  the sundry payments recorded in  the accounts
r e la t in g  to  the purchase o f  consumables which do not d isc lo se  the
purposes to  which they were pu t.  L a s t ly  throughout the e a r ly  1580s the
a u d ito rs  o f  the accounts tre a te d  themselves to  d inners a t the expense
269o f  the common good.
Although severa l o f  the items a lready mentioned were expensive
270( f o r  example, the d inner to  the outlandmen in  1575 was costed a t £40) 
none could be regarded as excessive or unwarranted. The aspect o f  
in te r n a l  h o s p i t a l i t y  which was questionab le  was the h a b it  o f  g iv in g  
g i f t s  o f  wine to  the p rovos ts ,  and in  p a r t i c u la r  to  Robert Lord Boyd. 
Both when he was provost and a fte rw ards , Boyd received a co lossa l amount 
o f  wine, in  terms o f  q u a n t i ty  and cost to  the burgh, fa r  in  excess o f  
anyth ing  given to  h is  fe l lo w  p rovos ts :  around £364 was spent on
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p ro v id in g  Boyd w ith  wine whereas the t o t a l  spent in  t h is  way on the s ix
o the r  provosts  who held o f f i c e  during the per iod  under d iscuss ion  was 
271on ly  £87. Sometimes these g i f t s  to  the provosts were fo r  s p e c i f i c
se rv ices  rendered to  the town, but there  can be no doubt th a t  many were 
s im ply presents which were motivated by the same cons ide ra t ions  which 
la y  behind the h o s p i t a l i t y  p ro f fe re d  to  nobles and gen try ,  namely the 
des ire  to  b e n e f i t  from the patronage and in f luence  o f  g rea t men. For 
i t  must be re c a l le d  th a t ,  w ithou t exception, the provosts a t t h i s  time 
were a lso  lead ing  members o f  the n o b i l i t y  or t h e i r  assoc ia tes .
The fo l lo w in g  are the most notab le  examples o f  such g i f t s  to  Lord
Boyd and even when the e n t r ie s  re fe r  to  payment fo r  some se rv ice  to  the
burgh i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  severa l were generous in  the extreme. Boyd
rece ived two hogsheads o f  wine costed a t £33 6s 8d 'a t  the h a i l l  townes
272comand' in  June 1373; the accounts g ive no reason fo r  t h is  payment.
Another payment o f  £33 6s 8d fo r  wine fo r  the provost was recorded in
273December 1575 and again no reason was g iven. On 20 Ju ly  1576
Andrew B a i l l i e  was paid £73 6s 8d fo r  a tun o f  wine given to  Boyd fo r
'g e t t in g  ane exemptioun o f  the nych tbouris  o f  the toun fo r  abyding f ra
274a l l  assys is  passing on, promeist to  him t h a i r f o i r ' .  The la s t  phrase
is  t e l l i n g ,  in d ic a t in g  how c lo s e ly  t h is  type o f  patronage approximated
to  b r ib e ry .  A fu r th e r  £21 18s Od worth o f  wine was given to  Boyd
275l a t e r  th a t  same year, though fo r  what reason is  not d isc lose d . The
1577-78 accounts record th a t  Boyd received another tun o f  wine, costed
t h i s  time a t £66 13s 4d, 'which was prom ist him fo r  h is  g ra t i tu d e  done
to  the toun in  k e ip in g  o f  thame f ra  syndry p a r t i c u la r  r a id d is  to  the
co u r t  th a i  being c h a rg i t  t h a i r t o  and s a l f in g  thame f r a  wther 
276in conven iences '.  Boyd had in f lu e n c e  and t h is  was to  be nu r tu red .
His successor in  o f f i c e ,  Thomas Crawford o f  J o rd a n h i l l ,  was merely a
protege o f  Boyd and in  the same account i t  i s  recorded th a t  he a lso
obta ined an exemption from assizes fo r  the burgh; but he received no
277
wine and was on ly  paid £6 13s 4d fo r  h is  t ro u b le .
Boyd continued to  s tock h is  wine c e l la r s  once out o f  o f f i c e .  On
22 May 1578 A rch iba ld  Wilson was paid £87 fo r  another tun o f  wine given
to  Boyd fo r  o b ta in in g  a l ice n ce  exempting the town from sending le v ie s
278to  the army sent to  q u e l l  d is turbances in  the Borders. During
1578-79 the former provost .received more wine, costed a t  £35, but
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t h e re a f te r  he was given on ly  minor q u a n t i t i e s . 279
In  conc lus ion  the burgh 's  g i f t s  o f  wine to  provost Boyd (which 
cos t in  t o t a l  about £364) accounted fo r  t w o - f i f t h s  o f  a l l  payments fo r  
in te r n a l  h o s p i t a l i t y  dur ing  the years 1573-1583 (£888) or one t h i r d  o f  
a l l  expend itu re  on h o s p i t a l i t y  (£1113). Yet even i f  Boyd had not been 
favoured thus, the t o t a l  ou t la y  on food and d r in k  fo r  the b e n e f i t  o f
OOf]
the bu rgh 's  o f f i c i a l s  (which would then have amounted to  about £550)
would s t i l l  have been more than double th a t  au thor ised to  prov ide
en te rta inm ent fo r  members o f  the n o b i l i t y  and o ther im portan t persons
v i s i t i n g  the town (£225). As i t  was, o f  a t o t a l  o f  £1113 devoted to
h o s p i t a l i t y  between 1573 and 1585, 80% (£888) was used fo r  the b e n e f i t
o f  o f f i c i a l s  and leaders o f  the community and only 20% (£225) fo r
281e x te rn a l h o s p i t a l i t y .
I f  some o f  the payments made fo r  h o s p i t a l i t y  were questionab le  the 
same could not be sa id  o f  those disbursements out o f  the common good 
which were devoted to  the maintenance o f  the burgh 's  b u i ld in g s  and 
s t r e e ts ,  and which were th e re fo re  o f  b e n e f i t  to  the community as a 
whole. Outlays on the fa b r ic  o f  the burgh form the f i f t h  type o f  common 
good expenditure  to  be considered.
Annual disbursements from the common good on p u b l ic  works
f lu c tu a te d  cons ide rab ly ,  ranging from between 9% and 37% o f  a l l  
282outgo ings. In  years when t h is  type o f  expenditure  was low i t  i s
ev iden t th a t  on ly  matters o f  ro u t in e  maintenance were being processed, 
but in  o ther years the in d iv id u a l  e n t r ie s  in  the accounts d isc lo se  th a t  
the burgh was engaged on major b u i ld in g  p ro je c ts .  Before examining 
these annual disbursements on p u b l ic  works more c lo s e ly  i t  i s  im portan t 
to  note th a t  the resources o f  the common good on t h e i r  own were simply 
i n s u f f i c i e n t  to  meet the heavy expenses on p u b l ic  works w ith  which the 
a d m in is t ra t io n  was faced. The ca thed ra l posed a p a r t i c u la r  problem.
The new m in is t r y  was in  no p o s i t io n  to  care fo r  t h is  la rge  b u i ld in g  and 
so the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  (motivated no doubt by c i v i c  p r id e )  
agreed to  accept a degree o f  r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  fo r  i t s  upkeep, though they 
were c a re fu l  to  emphasize th a t  they were under no o b l ig a t io n  to  do so. 
Having adopted t h i s  p o l ic y  they then had to  f in d  the money w ith  which 
to  fund t h is  maintenance work and, as there  were a lready many demands
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on the common good, the a u th o r i t ie s  found themselves in  August 1574
having to  ra is e  a s p e c ia l  s te n t  o f  £200 fo r  the upkeep o f  the high k i r k .
There was o f  course a l i m i t  to  the number o f  occasions such an approach
could be used (be fo re  e i th e r  the taxab le  capac ity  or the pa tience o f
the community was exhausted) and the crown, recogn is ing  the
a d m in is t ra t io n 's  dilemma, g i f t e d  c e r ta in  annuals belonging to  the
ca thed ra l chapter to  the burgh in  A p r i l  1581 to  a s s is t  w i th  the upkeep
o f  the b u i ld in g .  Yet the problem remained and in  the la te  1580s there
is  evidence th a t  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il  were ob liged  to  borrow
monies to  fund fu r th e r  re p a irs  to  the c a thed ra l.  S im i la r ly ,  dur ing  the
1570s the a d m in is t ra t io n  embarked on a major programme o f  paving c e r ta in
s t re e ts  in  the town and although severa l e n t r ie s  in  the accounts record
major disbursements from the common good fo r  t h is  'c a ls a y '  p ro je c t ,  by
November 1577 the a u th o r i t ie s  had to  again ra is e  a tax  o f  £200 to
283progress these works.
To summarise, i t  i s  im portan t to  bear in  mind in  the fo l lo w in g  
d iscuss ion  o f  annual o rd in a ry  expenditure  on p u b l ic  works (as recorded 
in  the discharges to  the common good accounts) th a t  these disbursements 
represented on ly  a p a r t  o f  the t o t a l  expenditure  on the maintenance o f  
the fa b r ic  o f  the burgh, the remainder being funded through s p e c ia l 
s t e n t s .
During 1573-74 o rd in a ry  expenditure  on p u b l ic  works was r e la t i v e l y  
low, £87 or 15% o f  a l l  outgo ings, and comprised a number o f  minor
284o u t la ys  on the to lb o o th  and i t s  c lo ck ,  the ca thed ra l and the b r idg e .
The next year saw an apprec iab le  r is e  in  t h is  type o f  expend itu re  to
£254 or 36% o f  a l l  outgo ings. Almost a l l  o f  t h is  re la te d  to  a major
re fu rb ishm ent o f  the to lb o o th ,  though some expenditure  had a lso  been
in c u rre d  on re p a i r in g  the p o r ts  dur ing the plague emergency o f  the
autumn o f  1574. This account a lso inc ludes  the f i r s t  re fe rence to  work
on the ca lsay ( in  t h is  ins tance a t the Schoolhouse Wynd) and the
p ro v is io n  o f  s t re e t  paving was in  la t e r  years to  form an im portan t c a l l
285on the resources o f  the common good. In  1575-76 disbursements on
p u b l ic  works remained h igh , amounting to  £212 or 34% o f  a l l  outgo ings. 
Work was undertaken on th a tch in g  the ro o f  o f  the new k i r k  school and 
f u r th e r  e n t r ie s  are found regard ing re p a irs  to  the co u n c il  house and 
to lb o o th ,  and the improvement o f  the burgh 's  s t re e ts .  However the most
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in te r e s t in g  e n t r ie s  re la te  to  the town's w e l ls .  Ass is ted by the
e x p e r t is e  o f  c o l l i e r s  brought from Govan, the town' s work fo rce  b u i l t
w e l ls  a t  Gallowgate and references a lso occur to  works a t w e l ls  a t
G re y f r ia r s ,  Wyndhead and Deanside. This unusual le v e l  o f  a c t i v i t y
s t ro n g ly  suggests th a t  the a d m in is t ra t io n  was responding to  the pressing
needs o f  an expanding popu la t ion  and i t  i s  s ig n i f i c a n t  th a t  these w e lls
were loca ted  in  p e r ip h e ra l areas o f  the town which presumably a t t h is
time were becoming more b u i l t - u p  and thus u rg e n t ly  requ ired  access to  
286a water supply.
The a u th o r i t ie s  commitment to  a high le v e l  o f  expenditure  on p u b l ic
works continued during  the f in a n c ia l  year 1576-77, £268 (o r  37?o o f  a l l
ou tgo ings) being disbursed on the upkeep o f  the burgh 's  f a b r ic .  Almost
a l l  o f  t h i s  money, about £255, was devoted to  the re p a ir  o f  the town's
c lock  o r  'knok ' in  the to lb o o th ,  and i t  may be noted th a t  an expe rt ,
David Kaye was brought from C ra i l  s p e c i f i c a l l y  to  undertake these works.
287Not s u r p r is in g ly  very l i t t l e  was spent on anyth ing e lse . However the
same accounts record th a t  on 9 May 1577 a d inner was provided fo r  ' th e
b a i l l i e s  and certane o thers  th a t  v i s e i t  the mylne how sche su ld  be 
288b i g g i t '  and in  the next y e a r 's  accounts, 1577-78, the re b u i ld in g  o f
the o ld  m i l l  on the Molendinar (dur ing  the summer o f  1577) accounted fo r
£189 o f  a t o t a l  o f  £237 disbursed on p u b l ic  w orks .289 The cost o f  t h is
work (which i t  w i l l  be re c a l le d  was a high p r i o r i t y  because o f  the
d e c is io n  taken in  November 1576 to a s t r i c t  the in h a b i ta n ts  o f  the burgh 
290to  the town m i l l )  was set out in  a s in g le  en try  in  the discharge 
which recorded th a t  the t re a s u re r  had given the money to  the master o f  
work fo r  paying the w r ig h ts ,  masons and q u a r r ie rs  employed on t h is  major
p ro je c t  'as a t mair le n th t  is  c o n te n i t  in  the p a r t i c u la r  compt maid be
291 292the m a is te r o f  w o rk '.  This is  t y p ic a l  o f  severa l e n t r ie s .  The
master o f  work was respons ib le  fo r  the o rgan isa t ion  and supe rv is ion  o f
a l l  p u b l ic  works, h i r in g  and overseeing the labourers  who were engaged 
293on these works. He paid t h e i r  wages apparently  out o f  a b lock grant
g iven to  him by the t re a s u re r  and then presented th a t  o f f i c i a l  w i th  an
294account o f  h is  dea lings . Although these sub-accounts do not su rv ive
the re  are severa l e n t r ie s  in  the common good accounts which prov ide 
more d e ta i le d  in fo rm a tio n  on the execution o f  c e r ta in  works and the 
wages paid to  those employed on them. The same accounts o f  1577-78
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in c lu d e  seventeen e n t r ie s  r e la t in g  to  work on the ca lsay and although
the t o t a l  o f  the disbursements invo lved was sm a ll,  around £15, the
d e ta i ls  provided are in s t r u c t iv e .  Just as David Kaye had been brought
from C r a i l  in  the summer o f  1576 to  a s s is t  w ith  re p a irs  to  the to lb o o th
c lo c k ,  the burgh engaged the serv ices  o f  Walter Brown ' calsaymaker'
from Dundee in  September 1577. Brown, presumably, was a lso an expert o f
some repu te , and he appears to  have remained to  superv ise the ca lsay
works in  Glasgow u n t i l  Michaelmas 1578. Other e n t r ie s  r e fe r  to  the
wages paid to  q u a r r ie rs  and c a r te rs .  For example £1 10s was paid to
Matthew M i l l e r  and John Brokes fo r  c a r ry in g  s ix t y  ca r t lo a d s  o f  stones
fo r  the calsay between 12 and 16 November 1577 and they received a
fu r th e r  15s fo r  b r in g in g  t h i r t y  more ca r t lo a d s  o f  stones to  the works
between 16 and 23 November. These and o ther e n t r ie s  show th a t  payments
were made on a piecework basis ra th e r  than according to  the number o f
days taken up in  perform ing these tasks. The quarry was loca ted  behind
the B la c k f r ia r s  k i r k  and the s i t e  o f  the works is  d isc losed  by a
payment o f  £3 au thor ised  on 16 November to  John Houston ' f o r  the making
o f  ane rude and ane h a l f  o f  calsaye about the graye f r e r i s ' .  Another
en try  in d ic a te s  th a t  m a te r ia ls  were not ju s t  obtained from the Glasgow
d i s t r i c t ,  fo r  a boy was paid 10s to  go to  Edinburgh ' t o  John Lewinstoun
295to  get l e i f  to  get calsaye s ta n e s '.
Only £74 o f  the common good was disbursed on p u b l ic  works in
1578-79, £71 o f  which was in  the form o f  a payment to  the master o f  work
fo r  u nsp ec if ie d  purposes. This sharp reduc t ion  in  expend itu re  was
probably caused by the fa c t  th a t  by t h is  time the calsay p ro je c t  was
being funded out o f  the sp e c ia l s te n t  which had been au tho r ised  in
November 1577 s p e c i f i c a l l y  to  a s s is t  w i th  t h is  programme. Whether the
payment to  the master o f  work ju s t  noted was re la te d  to  the ca lsay work
296or some o ther p ro je c t  or p ro je c ts  cannot be ascerta ined .
When the s u rv iv in g  accounts resume in  1581-82 expenditure  on
p u b l ic  works had f a l le n  to  only £42 or 9% o f  a l l  outgo ings, the re le va n t
e n t r ie s  merely s ta t in g  th a t  the monies had been spent by the master o f
work in  'ow treddeing certane commoune e f f e a r i s ' ,  presumably ro u t in e  
297maintenance. The accounts o f  the fo l lo w in g  year, 1582-83, d isc lo se
th a t  p u b l ic  works expenditure  had r is e n  to  £134 or 22% o f  a l l  outgo ings. 
Almost a l l  o f  t h i s  (£132) was spent on the burgh 's  p o r ts .  I t  i s  not
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s ta te d  what occasioned t h is  expenditure but as t h is  account was not 
aud ited  u n t i l  August 1584 i t  seems l i k e l y  th a t  these works were 
undertaken in  response to  the u nse tt led  nature o f  the per iod  which had 
elapsed s ince  the account was opened a t Whitsun 1582. C i v i l  war had 
been a re a l  p o s s i b i l i t y  in  the months which saw the Ruthven ra id  o f  
August 1582, the counter coup o f  June 1583 and then the a b o r t iv e  attempt
S 0t*t o f
by^ the Ruthven lo rd s  in  A p r i l  1584 to  rega in  c o n t ro l  o f  the government
from the e a r l  o f  Arran, and i t  i s  notab le  th a t  the accounts o f  1582-83
also  in c lud e  a disbursement o f  £8 16s 4d on fu rn is h in g  the c a s t le  w ith  
298powder and lead.
Payments r e la t in g  to  p u b l ic  works recorded in  the 1583-84 accounts
t o t a l l e d  £95 or 17?o o f  a l l  outgoings. The bu lk  o f  t h is  sum cons is ted  o f
th ree  payments to  th ree  d i f f e r e n t  masters o f  work. Only one, o f  £36 to
Matthew Wilson, was to  the master o f  work in  o f f i c e  dur ing the year o f  account
and i t  d id  not s p e c i fy  what works were invo lve d .  The sum o f  £30 18s 6d
disbursed to  David H a l l  was payment o f  a rrea rs  owed to  him from 1582-83
and again the works concerned were not s p e c i f ie d .  This payment
c o n s t i tu te s  a fu r th e r  example o f  the cash f low  problems encountered by
2 99the a d m in is t ra t io n  a t t h is  t im e. The t h i r d  disbursement was in
favour o f  James Fleming who in  fa c t  d id  not become master o f  work u n t i l
Whitsun 1584, though i t s  in c lu s io n  in  the 1583-84 account i s  expla ined
by the date o f  a u d i t ,  September 1584. This payment was fo r  £20 spent
on the ca lsays o f  the burgh, which suggests (as seems l i k e l y )  th a t  funds
from the sp e c ia l s te n t  o f  November 1577 had by t h is  time been exhausted,
and i t  i s  conce ivab le th a t  the unspec if ied  payments to  H a l l  and Wilson
were fo r  the same purpose.300 The accounts fo r  1584-85 show th a t
expend itu re  on p u b l ic  works had re turned to  the le v e l  au thor ised  in  the
mid to  la te  1570s, £259 or 29?o o f  a l l  outgo ings. Apart from the
c o n s t ru c t io n  o f  a fence a t the L i t t l e  Green and minor re p a irs  to  the
grammar schoo l, a l l  o f  t h is  sum was accounted fo r  by a s in g le  payment o f
£250 15s to  the master o f  work 'as the p a r t i c u la r  r e s a i t  b e i r i s ' .
Presumably t h is  inc luded small items o f  ro u t in e  maintenance but the s ize
o f  the sum suggests a major p ro je c t ,  q u i te  p oss ib ly  the c o n t in u a t io n  o f
301extens ive  works on the burgh 's  ca lsays.
To conclude, a t o t a l  o f  £1662 o f  the common good (eq u iva le n t  to  
26% o f  a l l  o rd in a ry  e x p e n d itu re ) ,302 supplemented by two s p e c ia l s te n ts
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o f  £200 each, was spent on the burgh 's  f a b r ic  between 1573 and 1585. 
Major p ro je c ts  funded from the common good ( the  re fu rb ishm ent o f  the 
to lb o o th  and c o u n c i l  house, the complete re b u i ld in g  o f  the town's  o ld  
m i l l  and , in  p a r t ic u la r ,  the works on improving the c o n d it io n  o f  the 
bu rgh 's  s t re e ts )  suggest an awareness on the pa r t  o f  the m ag is tra tes  and 
c o u n c i l  th a t  they had an o b l ig a t io n  not ju s t  to  undertake necessary 
maintenance but a lso to  improve the o v e ra l l  amenity o f  the burgh. They 
c le a r l y  apprec ia ted the fa c t ,  so w e l l  understood by those re c e n t ly  
in vo lve d  in  promoting the c i t y ' s  re fu rb ishm ent, th a t  the burgh 's  image 
cou ld  on ly  be enhanced through such e f f o r t s .  More indeed might have 
been spent on p u b l ic  works but there were l i m i t s  to  the c a p a b i l i t ie s  o f  
the work fo rce ,  to  the number o f  times th a t  s te n t in g  could be author ised  
and to  the amount o f  common good monies which could be made a v a i la b le  
f o r  b u i ld in g  p ro je c ts .
I t  must have been d i f f i c u l t ,  i f  not im poss ib le , fo r  the t re a s u re r
to  se t aside an annual budget fo r  p u b l ic  works out o f  the common good
because each year the a u th o r i t ie s  were faced w ith  a wide range o f
m iscellaneous expenses some o f  which were minor and ro u t in e  but severa l
o f  which were press ing c la ims on the common purse which could, not be
ignored . These general a d m in is t ra t iv e  cos ts ,  which amounted each year
to  between £121 and £263 (o r  between 17% and 44% per annum o f  a l l
ou tgo ings) and which accounted fo r  £1811 or 28% o f  a l l  o rd in a ry
expend itu re  between 1573 and 1585 comprise the s ix th  and la s t  type o f
303common good disbursements to  be considered. Since many d i f f e r e n t
defrayments have been grouped under t h i s  heading o f  'genera l 
a d m in is t ra t iv e  c o s ts ' i t  i s  more in s t r u c t iv e  to  id e n t i f y  the var ious  
types o f  payments than to  use the c h ro n o lo g ica l approach which was 
adopted w ith  respect to  the burgh 's  expenditure  on p u b l ic  works.
Among the more minor and ro u t in e  items o f  a d m in is t ra t iv e  
expend itu re  there  may be noted the annual d e l iv e r ie s  o f  candles, coal 
and peat to  the c o u n c i l  house or the sums spent each year on red and 
w h ite  wax fo r  the m ag is tra te s ' commissions.30^  A t te n t io n  may a lso  be 
drawn to  the cons iderab le  number o f  sm all payments made to  the 
messengers who provided the a d m in is t ra t io n  w ith  v i t a l  in te l l i g e n c e  or 
documentation in  an age when there  was no r e l i a b le  post and no 
s o p h is t ic a te d  communications network. The town's messengers, many i f
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not a l l  o f  whom were boys in  t h e i r  teens, were c le a r ly  kept very busy
t ra n s m i t t in g  messages to  and from the absentee provosts or the burgh 's
commissioners a t Parl iam ent, or in  b r in g in g  home copies o f  le g a l
documents, proc lamations or acts o f  Parl iam ent. One unusual example
may be noted, a payment made in  August 1575 to  a messenger fo r  supp ly ing
305'ane byble . . .  as the cuntray d o is ' .  Youth was e v id e n t ly  an
advantage s ince , i f  the accounts are to  be taken at t h e i r  face va lue, 
Andrew Lindsay was paid 10s on four separate occasions between November
3061574 and May 1575 fo r  'ry n n in g ' to  the c a p i ta l  on the burgh 's  business. 
Messengers from o ther burghs a lso received small payments from the 
common good fo r  p ro v id in g  s im i la r  se rv ices  to  the community. Again 
many were young boys and they were paid acco rd ing ly  (u s u a l ly  around 2 s )307 
but an in te r e s t in g  exception is  found in  the accounts fo r  1584-85 when 
Hugh Niven, b a i l i e  o f  I r v in e ,  was paid £10 ' f o r  c a r i in g  o f  the k in g is  
m a jes t ies  te s t im o n ia l  to  D e w i l l in g  fo r  r e l e i f  o f  certane nychtbures o f  
t h i s  t o u n ' . 308
Considerable in fo rm a tio n  as to  the nature o f  l i f e  in  the burgh
du r ing  the 1570s and 1580s can be gleaned from these m inu t iae , from the
above evidence o f  concern about w i tc h c ra f t  to  the e n t r ie s  which confirm
th a t ,  a lthough the c e le b ra t io n  o f  Christmas was banned as an 'ungod l ie
309observa tioun o f  the s u p e rs t i t io u s  dayes c a l l i t  yu le ' o ther f e s t i v i t i e s
continued to  be sanctioned. Each year John Andrew, c o rd in e r ,  was paid
12s fo r  'sax f u t b a l l i s ' ,  the disbursements u su a l ly  being au thor ised
310s h o r t ly  before Lent, w h ile  in  1575 a p ipe r  and a fo o l  received 3s on
311'F a s t r in i s  ewin' (Shrove Tuesday). S im i la r ly  on 18 May 1577,
po s s ib ly  in  a n t ic ip a t io n  o f  c e le b ra t io n s  a t Whitsun, £5 was re leased to
312'ce r tane  young men o f  the toun to  t h a i r  p la y in g ' .  The accounts a lso
d is c lo s e  d e ta i ls  which throw l i g h t  on the grimmer s ide  o f  l i f e  in  the
la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry .  Among these may be counted both the e n t r ie s  
which re la te d  to  the punishment o f  m a le fac to rs  and re la te d  penal 
m a tte rs ,  and those which d e a lt  w ith  the a d m in is t ra t io n  o f  poor r e l i e f .  
A lthough many o f  these disbursements have a lready been discussed in  
e a r l i e r  chapters i t  i s  use fu l to  recons ider them in  the con text o f  the 
bu rgh 's  o rd in a ry  expend itu re .
During the 1570s numerous small payments, ranging from 2s to  5s 
were made to  Malcolm Hamilton fo r  whipping th ieves  and vagabonds through
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the town, w h ile  the accounts o f 1573-74 d isc lo se  th a t the o f f ic e r s  were
pa id  3s 4d on one occasion fo r  ducking a woman who presumably had been
313found g u i l t y  o f  s lander.  C urious ly  a l l  re ferences o f  t h is  s o r t  cease
a f t e r  the accounts o f  1578-79 and i t  i s  equa lly  s u rp r is in g  how few
e n t r ie s  are to  be found in  the accounts regard ing penal m atte rs . Those
o f  1575-76 record th a t  5s was paid fo r  the re p a ir  o f  ' th e  lo k  o f  the
heychthous th a t  wes broken be ane t h i e f '  and 'th e  lok  o f  the
counsalhous dur quhen Ninian Syare wes w a r d i t ' ;  i ro n  fe t t e r s  costed a t
£3 were purchased in  1577-78 and a fu r th e r  se t ,  p r iced  a t £1, was
obtained out o f  the common good o f  1581-82 which was a lso used to
prov ide  £1 13s 4d fo r  the sustenance o f  two th ieves  in  the to lb o o th .314
Many people were warded from time to  t im e, a form o f  confinement which
in vo lve d  the burgh in  no expenses (un less, as in  the case o f  N in ian
Syare ju s t  noted, ac tua l damage was done) s ince the in d iv id u a l  concerned
315was expected to  m ain ta in  h im se lf  out o f  h is  own pocket. Yet i t  seems
u n l ik e ly ,  as would appear from the accounts, th a t  dur ing  t h is  twelve
year pe r iod  payment fo r  the maintenance o f  p r isoners  under c lose a r re s t
was requ ired  on ly  once, and s t i l l  more improbable th a t  the punishment
o f  m a le fac to rs  ceased to  in cu r  expenditure  a f te r  1578-79. Poss ib ly
such costs  were subsumed in  those occasiona l general e n t r ie s  found in
316the accounts o f  the 1580s which record disbursements on 's m a l l i s ' ,  
but whatever the case i t  i s  c le a r  th a t  expenditure  on the punishment 
and maintenance o f  wrongdoers was not a major c a l l  on the resources o f  
the common good.
As has a lready been noted, although poor r e l i e f  was the province
o f  the k i r k  i t  i s  known th a t  the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c i l  were a lso
317in vo lve d  in  i t s  a d m in is t ra t io n .  This in fo rm a tio n  i s  der ived s o le ly
from the accounts which record disbursements on alms and expend itu re  on
the manufacture o f  begging tokens. Many i f  not a l l  o f  those who obtained
alms from the common good were probably in d iv id u a ls  who were not e l i g i b l e
to  rece ive  support from the k i r k ,  e i th e r  because they were not res ide n ts
o f  the burgh or because they were, s t r i c t l y  speaking, ab le-bod ied poor.
Among the former may be noted a Frenchman, th ree  Englishmen and a burgess
o f  Ayr, a l l  v ic t im s  o f  shipwrecks, who rece ived a t o t a l  o f  £6 6s 8d out
318o f  the 1584-85 common good. Among the l a t t e r  group the main 
b e n e f ic ia r ie s  were in d iv id u a ls  who had given se rv ice  to  the burgh, t h is
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presumably being the extenua ting  c ircumstance which prompted the
m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  to  au tho r ise  the g ra n t in g  o f  ass is tance : James
319Anderson, o f f i c e r ,  was given £10 ' f o r  h is  supp o r t '  in  1574-75; on
30 Ju ly  1575 Lawrence Contane received £5 ' f o r  the h u r t in g  o f  h is  hand
a t t  the w e l l in  g a l lo w g a i t ' ,  an in ju r y  apparen t ly  susta ined during  i t s  
320
c o n s t ru c t io n ;  in  October 1577 the two herdsmen were paid £2 fo r
321'p o w e r t ie  and almous becaus th a i  gat na f e e ' ;  £10 was given in  1578
322to  Thomas C ra ig , master o f  the new k i r k  schoo l,  ' f o r  h is  s u p p o r t ' ;
and Andrew Anderson, former o f f i c e r ,  was paid £10 in  alms in  January 
3231585. Other g ran ts  o f  alms appear to  have been au tho r ised  on
compassionate grounds: fo r  example, £2 was given in  September 1584 to
Agnes F e r r ie r ,  'ane pure wowman', and £1 was a l l o t t e d  one month la t e r  to
324Barbara Ramsay, 'ane pure wowman w ith  mony b a r n is . '  Apart from these
payments to  in d iv id u a ls  there  are a lso a number o f  re fe rences to
expend itu re  on ' la t to u n  to  be merks to  the pure f o l k ' ,  these being tokens
made o f  a type o f  ye l low  brass which bore the c re s t  o f  the burgh and
pe rm it ted  the ho lder to  beg w i th in  the con f ines  o f  the town. The
accounts record th a t  these were issued in  la te  1574 ( ' t h e  tyme o f  p e s t ' ) ,
June 1575, the sp r ing  o f  1577 and in  October 1581, but the costs  to  the
325common-* good were m inimal, being 7s, 2s 3d, 4s and 4s re s p e c t iv e ly .
In  conc lus ion ,  the t o t a l  expenditure  on aspects o f  poor r e l i e f  va r ied  
from year to  year and was f re g u e n t ly  o f  l i t t l e  account, though i t  may be 
noted th a t  such defrayments amounted to  £22 in  1574-75, £20 in  1577-78
3 9  ft
and £24 in  1585-86.
While the types o f  a d m in is t ra t iv e  expend itu re  thus fa r  noted were
paid out in  response to  spasmodic f in a n c ia l  demands the same cannot be
sa id  o f  those disbursements which were au tho r ised  to  meet the
a u t h o r i t i e s '  own f in a n c ia l  o b l ig a t io n s .  The f i r s t  o f  these re la te d  to
the seat o f  burgh government, the to lb o o th  and c o u n c i l  chamber a t  the
Cross. The accounts show th a t  each year the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il
pa id  £2 13s 4d to  s i r  Richard Herbertson and 9s to  Mr James Hamilton by
327way o f  annuals owed on the to lb o o th .  The 1581-83 accounts d isc lo se
th a t  these annuals perta ined  to  H e rbe rtson 's  ch a p la in ry  o f  the Holy
328Blood in  the ca thed ra l and a prebend in  the possession o f  Hamilton
which, though not named, may have been th a t  o f  the Blessed Mary in  the 
329new k i r k .  Although i t  might be argued th a t  these payments were ak in
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to  the sums earmarked each year to  pay fo r  the tacks o f  those former
p ro p e r t ie s  o f  the church which provided income to  the common good, they
were in  a c tu a l fa c t  q u i te  d i f f e r e n t  s ince they were on ly  annuals and
the re  i s  no th ing  to  suggest th a t  the e n t i r e  f r u i t s  o f  H erbe rtson 's  and
H a m ilton 's  p ro p e r t ie s  were a v a i la b le  to  the burgh in  the way th a t ,  fo r
example, those o f  s i r  Robert Watson's chap la incy  were;330 indeed the
payment o f  an annual o f  £2 13s 4d out o f  the to lb o o th  to  a ch ap la in ry
331in  the c a th e d ra l can be traced back to  1487. What is  more puzz l ing
i s  the appearance in  the accounts from 1581-82 onwards o f  another and
more s ize a b le  annual o f  £29 due to  George E lph ins tone  out o f  the 
332to lb o o th .  Why t h is  d id  not appear in  the e a r l i e r  accounts is  not a t
a l l  c le a r  but i t  i s  ju s t  conceivable th a t  E lph ins tone  had waived h is
r ig h t  to  c o l le c t  t h is  ren t in  re tu rn  fo r  being a llowed to  enjoy high
o f f i c e  du r ing  the 1570s and th a t  i t  was no co inc idence th a t  the annual
became due soon a f te r  he was removed from the m agistracy by Esme e a r l
o f  Lennox in  October 1580.333 C e r ta in ly  t h i s  annual was viewed as a
cons ide rab le  burden by the a u th o r i t ie s  and fo l lo w in g  E lp h in s to n e ' s death 
334in  1585 an arrangement was entered in to  between the burgh on the one
hand and David Donald on the o ther whereby Donald was given the tack o f
the la d le  custom fo r  f iv e  years and in  re tu rn  bound h im s e lf  to  redeem
from E lp h in s to n e ' s h e irs  by a payment o f  £240 t h i s  annual re n t  'auchtand
335f u r t h  o f  t h a i r  to lb u th  and merchand bw th is beneth the same.'
The m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il  were a lso  ob l ig ed  to  honour the terms o f  
t h e i r  c o n t ra c t  o f  May 1577 w ith  A rch iba ld  Lyon over the use o f  h is  m i l l  
on the K e lv in .  The burgh had agreed to  g ive  him each year f i f t y  b o l ls  
o f  v ic t u a l  dur ing  h is  l i f e t im e  and 100 merks per annum to  h is  h e irs  
t h e r e a f te r ,  and these payments were met by the tacksmen o f  the m i l l s  
from 1577 onwards. There remained the annual o f  £2 13s 4d due to  the 
archbishop as su p e r io r  o f  the K e lv in  m i l l  and commencing in  1577-78 the 
accounts show th a t  t h is  sum was paid out o f  the common good.336
Several e n t r ie s  in  the accounts r e la te  to  repayments o f  loans ra ised  
by the a d m in is t ra t io n ,  and the most no tab le  o f  these a lso  concerned the 
m i l l s .  I t  w i l l  be re c a l le d  th a t  in  November 1576 the m ag is tra tes  and 
c o u n c i l  decided to  dispense w ith  the se rv ices  o f  the troublesome James 
Anderson, tacksman o f  the o ld  town m i l l . 33 In  order to  remove him as
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q u ic k ly  as poss ib le  i t  was agreed th a t  he should be paid 100 merks in
compensation, to  which end i t  proved necessary fo r  the treasure r, John
Temple, to  ra is e  a loan which was secured on the p rope rty  o f  one o f  the
338then b a i l i e s ,  John W ilson. The accounts from 1577-78 onwards inc lude
339payments o f  in te r e s t  on t h is  loan to  Temple and W ilson. However by
August 1584 the a u th o r i t ie s  were determined to  have t h is  loan repa id .
In  th a t  month W il l iam  Symmer's accounts o f  1581-82 were aud ited  and the
balance o f  £143 was passed to  David Donald, then t re a s u re r ,  w i th  the
in s t r u c t io n  th a t  p a r t  o f  t h is  sum was to  be used ' f o r  the r e l e i f  o f  Jhone
340W illsounes hows v iz  ane hundrethe merks t h a i r o f . '  When Donald 's 
account was aud ited  in  Ju ly  1585 a balance o f  £140 remained, £73 o f  
which he was ordered to  pass to  the new t re a s u re r ,  Robert Boyd, and the 
remainder o f  which was to  be paid to  John Temple ' f o r  r e l e i f  o f  John
341W ilsoun is  hous wedsett to  the sa id John Temple fo r  the townis c a u s .1
Again i t  can be argued th a t  the a u t h o r i t i e s ' r e s o lv e  to  c le a r  t h is  debt
r e f l e c t s  the conscious attempts then being made to  put the burgh 's
342f i s c a l  a d m in is t ra t io n  on a sounder fo o t in g .
References to  o ther loans are to  be found in  the accounts. I t  w i l l
be re c a l le d  th a t  in  the summer o f  1576 major works were undertaken on
the to lb o o th  c lock  under the guidance o f  David Kaye who had been brought
343from C r a i l  to  superv ise t h is  p ro je c t .  The accounts o f  1576-77 record
th a t  he rece ived £100 fo r  h is  labours 'q u h i lk  wes b o r ro w it  f ra  Thomas
G am e.' A lthough t h is  en try  was not dated i t  would appear th a t  the
a u th o r i t i e s  had decided to  pay Kaye immediate ly fo r  h is  se rv ices  and fo r
want o f  ready cash had been ob liged  to  ra is e  t h i s  loan . A minute o f
3 October 1576 shows th a t  the c a p i ta l  sum was secured on the town's  m i l l
lands w ith  in te r e s t  set a t £11 per annum, payable a t  two terms. The
1576-77 accounts record one in te r e s t  payment on t h is  loan up to  Martinmas
1576 but a lso  show th a t  by th a t  time s u f f i c i e n t  monies were a t hand to
a l lo w  the p r in c ip a l  to  be repa id , 12s being d isbursed fo r  'a revers ioun
344making o f  the s i l v e r  tane f ra  Thomas LGarneJ' Thus the account en try
n a r ra t in g  the payment o f  £100 o f  common good monies to  David Kaye,which 
had been borrowed from Thomas G am e,in  e f f e c t  recorded the repayment o f  
Game's loan to  the burgh, out o f  the common good. C le a r ly  there  had 
been a cash f low  problem, but on ly  o f  a temporary na tu re , and as soon 
as income from the common good became a v a i la b le  Game was reimbursed fo r
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h is  t ro u b le .  The on ly  o ther account e n try  r e la t in g  to  a loan is  found
in  the 1577-78 accounts when £5 was paid to  C o lin  Campbell ' f o r  the
345layne o f  the hundre th t merks'. However on t h is  occasion i t  is  not 
known fo r  what purpose t h is  sum was borrowed and no fu r th e r  re fe rences 
to  t h i s  t ra n s a c t io n  are to  be found.
These and the o the r loans which have a lready been no t iced  ( the  
d e c is io n  taken in  1579 to  wadset £24 o f  the common good each year so as
to  recover the loss  o f  £240 occasioned when the bu rgh 's  s a l t  s tocks were
destroyed by bad weather; the loan o f  800 merks taken out in  1585 to  
fund the measures adopted to  p ro te c t  the burgh from plague; the 
borrow ing o f  money in  1589 to  help w ith  the re p a i r  o f  the c a thed ra l)  are , 
l i k e  the s te n ts  ra ised  fo r  p u b l ic  works in  the 1570s, evidence o f  the 
l im i t a t i o n s  inhe ren t in  the common good which was not s u f f i c i e n t l y  
f l e x i b le  to  meet the e x tra o rd in a ry  f in a n c ia l  demands which were sometimes 
placed on the a d m in is t ra t io n . '546 The monies obta ined through loans, 
being e x tra o rd in a ry  income, were not recorded in  the charges to  the 
common good accounts. However, as has been demonstrated, the repayment 
o f  in te r e s t  on a loan or o f  the p r in c ip a l  sum which had been borrowed
was met out o f  the common good from time to  t im e . Yet w ith  the
excep tion  o f  an occasiona l repayment o f  a c a p i ta l  sum which had been 
borrowed, none o f  the disbursements assoc ia ted  w i th  loans or the 
a d m in is t ra t io n 's  o ther f in a n c ia l  o b l ig a t io n s  was p a r t i c u la r l y  la rg e .
In  order to  exp la in  why general a d m in is t ra t iv e  costs  accounted fo r  a 
s ig n i f i c a n t  p ro p o r t io n  o f  annual outgoings i t  is  necessary to  re tu rn  to  
an exam ination o f  those i r r e g u la r  f in a n c ia l  demands w ith  which the 
a d m in is t ra t io n  was sometimes faced and in  p a r t i c u la r  to  the monies which 
were spent on p ro te c t in g  the burgh 's  in te r e s ts  and f u l f i l l i n g  i t s  
n a t io n a l  o b l ig a t io n s .
Many e n t r ie s  in  the accounts record o u t la y s  on le g a l  ac t ion s  ra ised  
e i th e r  by or aga ins t the a u th o r i t ie s  in  Glasgow and expenses incu rred  
by the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c ils  in  p rosecu ting  the general business 
a f f a i r s  o f  the burgh. Several examples may be c i t e d .
Despite  the agreement reached in  January 1572 whereby the town's 
m in is te r ,  Mr David Wemyss, was guaranteed a s t ipen d  o f  £200 out o f  the 
parsonage o f  Glasgow, in  la te  1573 Wemyss brought a fu r th e r  a c t io n
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aga ins t the parson, Mr A rch iba ld  Douglas, c la im in g  th a t  he was a lso  due
ten cha lders  o f  v ic t u a l  from the parson 's  lands. His case was not
upheld, but the burgh accounts show th a t  the town c le r k ,  Mr Henry Gibson,
was ob l ig ed  to  a ttend  the General Assembly a t Edinburgh in  August 1573
on the order o f  the regent Morton and submit the town's  re n ta l  fo r
in s p e c t io n .  This and o ther ou t lays  associa ted w i th  t h is  case invo lved
347the burgh in  expenses amounting to  £34 1s 8d. When, in  e a r ly  1574,
an unsuccessfu l a c t io n  was brought aga ins t S i r  John Stewart o f  Minto fo r
having m isappropria ted  the th i r d s  o f  the a rc h b is h o p r ic  fo r  m i l i t a r y
purposes in  1569, the burgh was again ob l iged  to  send rep re se n ta t ive s  to
348the General Assembly a t a cost o f  £17 to  the common good. S im i la r ly
the a rchb ishop 's  unsuccessfu l attempt to  stop the a l ie n a t io n  o f  ' th e
new muir la nd ' by the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  in vo lved  the a u th o r i t ie s
349in  expend itu re  o f  £31 in  the sp r ing  o f  1574. The defence o f  the
bu rgh 's  r i g h t  to  levy  the la d le  custom which was challenged by Rutherglen
in  1575 occasioned payments from the common good o f  1574-75 o f  £41 16s 6d
and a fu r th e r  o u t la y  o f  £21 17s 4d which was charged aga ins t the common 
350good o f  1575-76. The accounts o f  1576-77 record an o u t la y  o f  £35 to
George E lph ins tone  and James Fleming who had spent a f o r t n ig h t  in
Edinburgh in  'ressonyng b e tu ix  the re g e n t is  grace and v n iv e r s i t i e  and
about our awin e f fa re s  concernyng the b is c h o p ' ,  d iscuss ions  which
probably  concerned the u n iv e r s i t y 's  new c o n s t i t u t io n  and the stand which
the archbishop had taken a t the Michaelmas e le c t io n s  o f  1576 regard ing
351the le e ts  fo r  the b a i l i e s .  Nine e n t r ie s  in  the discharge to  the
accounts o f  1577-78 re la te  to  d i f f i c u l t i e s  between the burgh and the
parson o f  Glasgow, apparently  caused by the l a t t e r ' s  re fu s a l  to  be
s ten ted  fo r  the upkeep o f  the h igh k i r k ,  and the a u t h o r i t i e s '  p rosecu tion
o f  t h i s  case in  the c a p i ta l  accounted fo r  £43 o f  th a t  ye a r 's  
352expend itu re . The d i f f i c u l t i e s  which arose fo l lo w in g  the crown's
appointment o f  Mr Robert Montgomery to  the see o f  Glasgow in  August
3531581 were re f le c te d  in  the accounts. Those o f  1581-82 record the
payment o f  £13 to  David H a l l  and W il l ia m  Hegate fo r  t h e i r  expenses in
accompanying the new archbishop to  S t i r l i n g  in  A p r i l  1582 when the synod
o f  Lo th ian  was summoned before the P r iv y  Council because o f  i t s
354o p p o s it io n  to  Montgomery. La te r th a t  same month the General Assembly 
convened a t  S t.  Andrews and Montgomery was deprived o f  h is  m in i s te r ia l  
o f f i c e .  The burgh sent David H a l l  as i t s  commissioner a t a cost o f  £7
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355to  the common good. A fu r th e r  £25 was spent la t e r  th a t  year in
sending commissioners to  the Assembly in  Edinburgh, t h e i r  attendance
almost c e r ta in ly  being occasioned by the p rosecu tion  brought by the
k i r k  aga ins t provost Minto and c e r ta in  leaders  o f  the Lennox fa c t io n
in  the burgh fo r  t h e i r  p a r t  in  the a t ta c k  on Mr John Howeson, moderator
356o f  the Glasgow p resby te ry .
Of p a r t i c u la r  in te r e s t  are those e n t r ie s  which show the m ag is tra tes
and c o u n c i l  p ro te c t in g  the burgh ’ s commercial in te r e s ts .  Because o f
Glasgow's geographica l p o s i t io n  fre e  access to  sh ips a r r i v in g  in  the
F i r t h  o f  Clyde was e s s e n t ia l  and no less  im portan t was the maintenance
o f  a good working r e la t io n s h ip  w ith  the ro y a l  burgh o f  Dumbarton. As
was noted in  the opening chapter Dumbarton i n i t i a l l y  re s is te d  Glasgow's
c la im s over the Clyde but these were supported by the crown and
e v e n tu a l ly  in  1499 the two burghs came to  'ane m u tua ll complyance and
correspondence' fo l lo w in g  which a system appears to  have developed
whereby i f  a fo re ig n  sh ip  a r r iv e d  on the r i v e r  the merchants o f  Glasgow
would be informed by t h e i r  coun te rpa rts  in  Dumbarton.357 Many e n t r ie s
in  the accounts o f  the 1570s record both payments to  messengers sent
by Dumbarton to  in fo rm  the Glasgow merchants o f  the a r r i v a l  o f  cargoes
o f  s a l t  and wine and disbursements on the expenses o f  those sent by
358Glasgow to  neg o t ia te  the purchase o f  these goods. L ikewise i f  
smuggling or ' to p p in g ' o f  s ta p le  goods was detected both burghs would 
take a c t io n .  Such a case occurred in  la te  1575 when John N e i l l ,  
merchant in  Ayr, attempted to  ' to p p ' s a l t .  The accounts d e t a i l  how 
re p re s e n ta t iv e s  were sent to  Dumbarton on 6 December, how John N e i l l  
re s is te d  the ove rtu res  o f  these men and the Dumbarton merchants and 
how e v e n tu a l ly  the b a i l i e s  o f  Glasgow and a company o f  men 'pas t doun 
in  the nych t ' and seized the ' s a l i s  and cha lm eris  o f  o rd inance ' o f  
N e i l l ' s  sh ip ,  the E l iz a b e th , in  order to  render her inoperab le . N e i l l  
and h is  confederates (David Crawford and W il l ia m  Hunter, a lso from A y r ) ,  
were t r i e d  before  the burgh co u r t  o f  Glasgow on 4 January 1576 in  the 
presence o f  provost Boyd, b a i l i e  W il l ia m  Cunninghame and James Sm o lle t ,  
one o f  the b a i l i e s  o f  Dumbarton, and 'c o n fe s s i t  . . .  th a t  th a i  had done 
wrang to  the s a id is  b u r ro is  o f  Glasgw and Dunbertane in  vsurp ing o f  
t h a i r  l i b e r t e i s  in  b rek ing  bowk and topp ing  in  s m a l l is  o f  certane s a l t  
w i th in  the r i v e r  o f  Clyde, being the sa id  twa townes fredome.' Since
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the c u l p r i t s  were burgesses o f  Ayr they were on ly  admonished though
they were a lso  ob l iged  to  f in d  s u re t ie s  under the pain o f  500 merks
each ' t o  be p a y i t  to  the twa to u n is  e q u a l l ie '  w i th in  f o r t y - e ig h t  hours
i f  they offended again. Nonetheless t h is  in c id e n t  cost the burgh o f
359Glasgow £39 16s 2d out o f  i t s  common good o f  1575-76. The accounts
o f  1576-77 record s im i la r  d i f f i c u l t i e s  w ith  Peter G o ttray , Hugh Campbell
and o the rs  in  Gareloch,though on t h is  occasion on ly  £7 7s was disbursed
360on the measures taken to  b r ing  these smugglers to  book. More
ser ious  was the a c t io n  taken by the two burghs in  response to  the
i
a c t i v i t i e s  o f  ' i n f r e  pake ris  and p e la r i s '  in  the autumn o f  1584. The 
accounts o f  1584-85 show th a t  on 20 October 1584 the m ag is tra tes  and 
many o f  the c o u n c i l lo r s  o f  Glasgow had met t h e i r  coun te rpa rts  from 
Dumbarton a t  K i lp a t r i c k  and e ig h t  days la t e r  the minutes record the 
passage o f  a s ta tu te  by the b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l  o f  Glasgow in  the 
presence o f  W il l iam  Houstoun, commissioner from Dumbarton, regard ing  
common measures to  be taken aga ins t smugglers. In  a l l  p r o b a b i l i t y  
the a c t io n  pursued s h o r t ly  a fte rw ards  by Glasgow aga ins t the l a i r d  o f  
Newark, which invo lved  expenses o f  £13 15s 4d in cu rred  in  Edinburgh, 
was one o f  the r e s u l ts  o f  t h is  agreement.361
Many o ther examples o f  expend itu re  on the le g a l  and business
a f f a i r s  o f  the burgh are to  be found recorded in  the accounts. Some
e n t r ie s  r e la te  to  d is p u te s , th e  p rec ise  causes o f  which are d i f f i c u l t
to  determine ( f o r  example £13 4s was spent in  1575-76 in  a case brought
aga ins t the burgh by S ir  John Witherspoon and £30 7s 6d in  1584-85 in
defending Robert Fleming, W il l iam  Burns and o thers  in  an a c t io n  brought
362aga ins t them by an u n id e n t i f ie d  p a r ty ) ,  w h ile  o ther e n t r ie s  c le a r l y
re la te d  to  the p rosecu tion  o f  the bu rgh 's  business but were not
s p e c i f i c  as to  the matters being d e a lt  w i th  ( f o r  example,Mr Adam
Wallace was paid £20 in  January 1576 ' f o r  h is  laubours g re tum lie  done
and s u s te n i t  in  the townes necessares ',  Mr Henry Gibson received £10
in  Ju ly  1581 fo r  dea ling  w ith  c e r ta in  items o f  burgh business in  the
c a p i t a l ,  and A rch iba ld  Hegate rece ived £32 10s in  A p r i l  1585 fo r
363conducting the 'tounes e f f e i r e s '  in  Ed inburgh). A l l  these d isbu rse ­
ments on p ro te c t in g  the burgh 's  in te r e s ts  f re q u e n t ly  amounted to  a 
s izeab le  p ro p o r t io n  o f  annual expend itu re  on general a d m in is t ra t iv e  
costs  (£91 or 49% in  1573-74, £68 or 35% in  1574-75, £97 or 63% in
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1575-76, £63 or 52% in  1576-77, £64 or 24% in  1582-83 and £81 or 39% in  
3641584-85). The most c o s t ly  element in  these disbursements was the
expense o f  sending rep re se n ta t ive s  to  the cou r ts  in  Edinburgh to  defend 
the in te r e s ts  o f  the burgh. This had to  be done so f re q u e n t ly  th a t  i t  
i s  not s u rp r is in g  to  f in d  th a t  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  a lso  engaged 
the se rv ices  o f  le g a l  adv ise rs  in  the c a p i ta l .  The h o s p i t a l i t y
extended to  these men in  the form o f  g i f t s  o f  wine, whisky and fo o d s tu f fs
365has a lready been noted but the accounts a lso  show th a t  they rece ived 
fees out o f  the burgh 's  common good during  the 1570s. An en try  in  
the 1573-74 accounts records the payment o f  £6 13s 4d ' t o  our advoca it  
in  Ed inburght fo r  h is  f i e '  w h ile  a fu r th e r  £1 was d isbursed to  h is  
servant ' i n  drynk s i l v e r ' .  Subsequent e n t r ie s  id e n t i f y  the advocate 
as Mr Richard Strang and h is  servant as John Govan. In  1576-77 Strang 
was rep laced by Mr Alexander Sim but the e n t r ie s  reco rd ing  the payment 
o f  a fee fo r  h is  se rv ices  cease a f te r  the fo l lo w in g  y e a r 's  accounts. 
However h o s p i t a l i t y  payments show th a t  Sim was s t i l l  employed in  t h is  
capa c ity  in  1582.366
Turning from expend itu re  on le g a l  and business a f f a i r s  to  the 
disbursements in cu rre d  in  meeting what might be termed the burgh 's  
n a t io n a l  o b l ig a t io n s ,  namely attendance a t the Convention o f  Royal 
Burghs and Parl iam ent and p a r t ic ip a t io n  in  the ' r a id s '  or exped it ions  
ordered by the crown, the accounts show th a t  these o b l ig a t io n s  on 
occasions placed very heavy demands on the common purse."567 Since the 
e n t r ie s  which record the payment o f  expenses to  the burgh 's  
commissioners do not always s p e c i fy  whether these in d iv id u a ls  had 
attended a Convention o f  the Royal Burghs or a Parl iam ent and s ince  on 
one im portan t occasion attendance a t the Parl iam ent was combined w ith  
a ' r a i d '  i t  i s  app rop r ia te  to  deal w i th  these m atte rs  toge the r and 
convenient to  adopt a ch ro n o lo g ica l approach.
Each o f  the accounts from 1573-74 to  1578-79 shows th a t  around £20 
per annum was spent on the expenses o f  the bu rgh 's  commissioners a t 
Conventions o f  the Royal Burghs conducted a t Edinburgh, S t i r l i n g ,  Dundee
7 ^ Q
and Cupar and a lso  a t two s p e c ia l meetings o f  the 'b u r r o is  in  the west'
369held a t  I r v in e  in  March 1577 and March 1578. From these and subsequent 
e n t r ie s  two genera l p o in ts  may be noted: f i r s t l y ,  the commissioners
were almost in v a r ia b ly  sen io r  o f f i c i a l s  (u s u a l ly  the b a i l i e s ;  sometimes
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the c le rk )  or lead ing  c o u n c i l lo r s ;  secondly, expenses were u s u a l ly  
pa id a t  the ra te  o f  £1 per day.
A t te n t io n  has a lready been drawn to  the c o n s t i t u t io n a l  c r i s i s
which arose in  March 1578 when the regent Morton was te m p o ra r i ly  ousted
from h is  p o s i t io n  o f  in f lu e n c e  by the e a r ls  o f  A r g y l l  and A th o l l .
A lthough Morton was able to  rega in  custody o f  the young k ing  by la te
A p r i l  i t  was not u n t i l  the autumn th a t  an accommodation was reached
between the fa c t io n s  vy ing fo r  c o n t ro l  o f  the government. During the
in te rv e n in g  months c i v i l  war had been a re a l  p o s s i b i l i t y . 370 I t  was
aga ins t t h i s  background th a t  a Parl iam ent was convened a t  S t i r l i n g  on
25 J u ly .  On 28 and 29 Ju ly  proc lamations were issued summoning a l l
l ie g e s  aged between s ix teen  and s ix t y  in  c e r ta in  western burghs and
s h ire s  to  a t tend  the k ing  a t S t i r l i n g  on 10 August, 'w e i l l  bodin in
f e i r  o f  w e a re ' .371 Glasgow was represented a t the Parl iam ent and sen t,
as requested, i t s  m i l i t i a  ( ' t h e  young men') to  S t i r l i n g .  The o u t la y
invo lved  was cons iderab le  and among the many e n t r ie s  in  the accounts o f
1578-79 occasioned by these events a t te n t io n  may be drawn to  provost
C raw ford 's  expenses a t the Parl iam ent, £40, as a lso  those o f  George
E lph inptone and W il l ia m  Cunninghame, £26; the payments o f  £10 18a to
Margaret Spang fo r  twenty pounds o f  gunpowder sent to  the provost a t
S t i r l i n g  and o f  £5 to  Katherine Hunter fo r  t a f f e t a  and s i l k  fo r  the
burgh 's  banner; the disbursements o f  £3 6s 8d on a un ifo rm  fo r  John
Cuthbert,  one o f  the town's m in s t re ls ,  who e v id e n t ly  accompanied the
burgh 's  le v ie s ;  the sum o f  £3 14s spent on supp ly ing  a d inner to  ' th e
young men th a t  day th a i  re id  to  S t i r l i n g '  (a lready  noted under
h o s p i t a l i t y ) ;  and £3 disbursed on o b ta in in g  an exemption fo r  the town
372which excused1 the 'young men' from the 'Dumfre is r a i d ' .  In  a l l  £120
o f  expend itu re  was in c u rre d ,  rep resen t ing  62% o f  disbursements on
genera l a d m in is t ra t iv e  costs and 19% o f  a l l  outgo ings in  1578-79 ,'57'5
N o tw iths tand ing  the town's exemption from sending men to  Dumfries, the
same accounts show th a t  some minor payments (£5 1s 8d in  a l l )  were made
dur ing  M orton 's  campaign aga ins t the Hamilton fa m i ly  in  the sp r ing  o f
1579 and among these a disbursement o f  10s ' t o  the m e n tra l is  f o r  t h a i r
expenses to  Hamiltoun sege' s t ro n g ly  suggests th a t  the town's m i l i t i a
374may a lso  have been d i r e c t l y  in vo lve d .  Although no d i r e c t  payments 
from the common good to  the burgh 's  'young men' are to  be found in  the
409
accounts, the absence o f  such e n t r ie s  is  to  be exp la ined by the fa c t  
th a t  members o f  the m i l i t i a  were expected to  arm themselves a t  t h e i r  
own expense w h i le  the cost o f  t h e i r  maintenance and any a d d i t io n a l
375equipment f e l l  to  the crown as a charge aga ins t the n a t io n a l  purse.
The next s u rv iv in g  set o f  accounts, those o f  1581-82, record th a t  
£74 was spent on the expenses o f  the bu rgh 's  commissioners a t  the 
Parl iam ent held in  Edinburgh between 24 October and 29 November 1581, 
a sum e q u iv a le n t  to  34% o f  expenditure  on genera l a d m in is t ra t iv e  costs  
dur ing  th a t  f in a n c ia l  y e a r . 376 During 1582-83 £100 or 38% o f  such 
expend itu re  was disbursed on the expenses o f  va r ious  commissioners sent 
by the burgh to  Perth and Edinburgh. The re le v a n t  e n t r ie s ,  (seven in  
a l l ) ,  which are dated between 16 June 1582 and 24 A p r i l  1583, do not 
sp e c i fy  the body or bodies being attended but in  a l l  p r o b a b i l i t y  they
371r e fe r  to  the f i v e  Conventions o f  Royal Burghs held dur ing  t h is  p e r io d .
The problem o f  id e n t i f y in g  the assemblies to  which the burgh sent
commissioners is  even g rea te r  in  the accounts o f  1583-84 s ince a l l  but
one o f  the e n t r ie s  in  th a t  y e a r 's  d ischarge were not dated. The so le
excep tion  records th a t  A rch iba ld  Hegate, the town c le r k ,  rece ived £11
fo r  h is  expenses in  a t te nd in g  the Convention o f  Royal Burghs which met
a t  Ayr in  June 1583. Disbursements towards the end o f  the account
record th a t  A rch iba ld  Lyon was given £5 fo r  a t te n d in g  a convention o f
es ta tes  a t  Edinburgh (probably  th a t  he ld a t Holyrood in  December 1583)
and th a t  John Graham was reimbursed w ith  £10 fo r  h is  expenses a t  a
Parliam ent held in  Edinburgh. A fu r th e r  payment o f  £5 13s 4d out o f
the common good o f  1584-85 confirm s th a t  t h i s  was the Parl iam ent which
convened in  May 1584. Returning to  the 1583-84 accounts, th ree  e n t r ie s
record disbursements t o t a l l i n g  £34 to  meet the expenses o f
commissioners, some or a l l  o f  which must have been in cu rre d  a t  the
Parliam ent held in  Edinburgh in  October 1583. In  a l l  £60 ( rep re se n t in g
44% o f  defrayments on general a d m in is t ra t iv e  m a tte rs )  was spent on the
378expenses o f  burgh commissioners dur ing  the f in a n c ia l  year 1583-84.
The accounts o f  the subsequent year record th a t  (a p a r t  from the backdated 
payment to  John Graham ju s t  noted) the town c le r k  again attended a 
Convention o f  Royal Burghs, t h is  t ime held a t  L in l i th g o w ,  a t  a cos t o f  
£10 to  the common good. More no tab le  was the d iv e rs io n  o f  fou r  burgess 
f in e s  to  fund the esco r t  which accompanied archbishop Montgomery to  the
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Parliam ent held a t  Edinburgh in  August 1584. Although the re le v a n t
e n try  was p ro p e r ly  an adjustment, (s ince  i t  c le a r l y  s ta te d  th a t  these
burgess f in e s ,  though c re d i te d  to  the charge, had not a c tu a l ly  been
passed to  the common good), t h is  in c id e n t  p rov ides fu r th e r  p roo f  o f  the
h igh le v e l  o f  expend itu re  invo lved  in  d ischa rg ing  the bu rgh 's  n a t io n a l
o b l ig a t io n s  and demonstrates the measures which had to  be taken to  meet
379these and o the r  costs  in  the event o f  cash f low  d i f f i c u l t i e s .
To summarise, the main heads o f  expend itu re  funded out o f  the 
bu rgh 's  common good dur ing  the 1570s and 1580s were the costs  o f  paying 
fees and wages to  o f f i c i a l s ,  p ro v id in g  h o s p i t a l i t y ,  m a in ta in in g  and 
improving the fa b r ic  o f  the burgh and execu ting  genera l a d m in is t ra t iv e  
m a tte rs .  The la s t  o f  these embraced a wide range o f  concerns, from the 
o u t la y s  on the punishment o f  m a le fac to rs  and occas iona l g ran ts  o f  alms 
to  the needy to  the more s u b s ta n t ia l  payments in cu rre d  in  p ro te c t in g  
the bu rgh 's  p r iv i le g e s ,  p rosecu ting  i t s  business a f f a i r s  and f u l f i l l i n g  
i t s  n a t io n a l  o b l ig a t io n s ,  defrayments which o f te n  invo lved  a h igh le v e l  
o f  expend itu re  because o f  the cost o f  sending re p re s e n ta t iv e s  to  the 
c ou r ts  in  Edinburgh and commissioners to  the meetings o f  the Convention 
o f  Royal Burghs and Parl iam ent.
Since the s u rv iv in g  ac t books are predom inantly  a record o f  the
a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the burgh c o u r t  in te rspe rsed  w i th  occas iona l minutes o f
380meetings o f  the c o u n c i l  , the d e ta i l s  conta ined in  the d ischarges to  
the common good accounts prov ide  the c le a re s t  p ic tu re  o f  the execu tive  
arm o f  the bu rgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n  in  a c t io n .  They a lso  supply va luab le  
supplementary in fo rm a t io n  regard ing  the scope o f  burgh government ( f o r  
example, the cons iderab le  ou t la ys  on b u i ld in g  p ro je c ts )  and the 
p reoccupations o f  the a u th o r i t ie s  ( f o r  example, the frequen t necess ity  
o f  having to  send commissioners to  a t tend  n a t io n a l  assemblies) 
a d d i t io n a l  to  th a t  which was obta ined from the exam ination o f  the 
s ta tu te s  in  the p rev ious chap te r.
At the end o f  the d ischarge to  each account the balance remaining 
was c a lc u la te d  and orders g iven by the a u d ito rs  fo r  i t s  d isp o s a l.
Almost in v a r ia b ly  the re  was money l e f t  over, the on ly  exceptions being 
found in  the accounts o f  1573-74 ( in  which the charge and discharge 
e x a c t ly  ba lanced), the 1577-78 accounts (which c losed £4 in  d e f i c i t )  and
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the m issing accounts o f  1580-81 (which are known to  have a lso  c losed in
d e f i c i t ,  because o f  a payment in  the 1583-84 accounts recompensing
Robert Adam, t re a s u re r  in  1580-81,fo r  an overspend o f  £7 13s 9d met out
o f  h is  own po cke t) .  The balances were f a i r l y  sm all du r ing  the 1570s
and were s im p ly  passed to  the t re a s u re r  in  o f f i c e  a t  the time o f  a u d i t
to  be d isbursed along w ith  th a t  y e a r 's  common good monies. During the
1580s, however, the balances were la rg e r  and were purposely accumulated
to  repay the loan which the a u th o r i t ie s  had taken out in  1576 to  buy
381out the then tacksman o f  the town's m i l l .  This was the c lo s e s t  the
a d m in is t ra t io n  came to  b u i ld in g  up f in a n c ia l  reserves dur ing  t h is
p e r io d ;  o therw ise  the ru le  would appear to  have been th a t  each
tre a s u re r  was expected to  spend a l l  or most o f  h is  y e a r 's  common good
a l lo c a t io n .  Consequently the balances l e f t  over each year p rov ide
l i t t l e  re a l  in fo rm a t io n  as to  the s ta te  o f  the bu rgh 's  f inances .
D e ta i ls  o f  t h is  s o r t  are best obta ined from an examination o f  the
t o t a l  annual value o f  the common good and t h i s  su b je c t  has a lready been
382discussed in  an e a r l i e r  sec t ion  o f  t h is  chap te r.
The fo rego ing  examination o f  the bu rgh 's  f i s c a l  a f f a i r s  concludes 
t h i s  survey o f  how the burgh o f  Glasgow was adm in is te red  dur ing  the 
1570s and 1580s. I t  is  now poss ib le  to  d iscuss in  more genera l terms 
the e f fe c t iv e n e s s  o f  th a t  a d m in is t ra t io n  in  the con tex t o f  the va r ious  
p o l i t i c a l ,  s o c ia l  and economic fa c to rs  which were a t  p lay  du r ing  t h is  
p e r io d .
NOTES
1. See P250-251.
2. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85r-86v. The 1573-74 accounts are transcribed in  Glas. Rees. , i ,  
447 - 4 5 3 f but the transcription contains some errors and omissions: see note 57
below.
3. For much of the above see Appendix 5.1 in  Vol. I I ,  P289-291.
4. SRA MS C1/1/6 ff97r-107v. There is  also a fragment o f the discharge to an account 
at the end of the th ird  act book, October 1588-July 1590, but i t  is  il le g ib le  :
SRA MS C1/1/3 f 195.
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5. Dickinson and Duncan, Scotland, 112; Nicholson, Scotland, 108; G.S. Pryde,
Ayr Burgh Accounts, 1534-1624.(SHS 1937), xix [hereafter cited as Pryde, Ayr 
Burgh Accounts] .
6. Glas. Chrs. , i ,  p t . i i ,  278-283.
7. See P4-5.
8. Glas. Chrs., i i ,  452-453; Glas. Mun. , i ,  10.
9. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  9-10.
10. For example, SRA MS C1/1/1 f85r (Glas. Rees., i ,  447).
11. The re n ta l, which covers the years 1509-70, is  printed in  Prot. Bk. Simon/Glas. 
Rent.
12. Glas. Rees., i ,  241; Renwick and Lindsay, Glasgow, 64.
13. Glas. Chrs. , i ,  p t . i i ,  282.
14. For example, SRA MS C1/1/1 f85r (Glas. Rees., i ,  447). The bridge custom was
derived from a crown grant of 1571 and was thus independent of the superior :
see P369.
15. Glas. Chrs. , i ,  p t . i i ,  79-87 : see P8.
16. Nicholson, Scotland, 108.
17. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  189-191. The customs of the tron were u p lifted  by tacksmen 
who were o ff ic ia ls  of the superior rather than of the burgh. A case heard before 
the*burgh court between May and July 1574 discloses that the tacksman during 
1571-73 had been John Caldwell and that he had been succeeded by Matthew Boyd 
(Glas. Rees., i ,  11-12 and SRA MS C1/1/1 ff2 1 r, 22v). Boyd received a 19 year 
tack of the customs from his namesake the archbishop in  1577 for £50 per annum and 
continued to enjoy th is  position a fte r they were transferred to the college (Glas. 
Chrs. , i ,  p t . i ,  p.cxl? i ,  p t . i i ,  447, 450). The burgh eventually obtained the 
customs of the tron in 1614 (Glas.Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  291-299), although during the 
college's tenure the magistrates and council occasionally had to intervene to stop 
the tacksmen abusing th e ir position (Glas. Rees., i ,  177).
18. See P384.
19. See P60-61,64-65,75; also Appendices 2.7 and 5.1 in Vol. I I ,  P64-70, 289-291.
20. SRA MS C1/1/2 f150v; see also C1/1/1 ff87v, 211v for s im ilar examples from the 
1570s.
21. SRO MS CC8/8/25 f242r.
22. See P250-251.
23. SRA MS C1/1/1 f113r.
24. Ib id . , f255r; see Appendix 2.21, p t . i i ,  in  Vol. I I ,  P194.
25. APS, i i ,  227.
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26. See, for example, Glas. Rees., i ,  14-15.
27. See P353-354.
28. SRA MS C1/1/1 f88r.
29. P340.
30. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f 114r, 207r, 211v.
31. Ib id . , f8 5 r.
32. Ib id . , f85v.
33. Ib id . , ff85v, 86v, 87r, 243r; SRA MS C1/1/2 f147v.
34. For example, SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 8 r, 114v, 206r, 210v and C l /1/2 f149v. See also P395.
35. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff151r, 151v, 197v.
36. SRA MS C1/1/1 f 113 r . On th is  dispute see P370-371, 405.
37. For example, SRA MS C1/1/1 f87v.
38. Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, 76-79 and passim.
39. Ib id . , p .cxiv .
40. For further deta ils  regarding the auditors see Appendix 2.12 in Vol. I I ,  P98-130 passim.
41. SRA MS 01/1 /2  ff148r, 149v, 151v (b is ).
42. SRA MS C1/1/1 f 114v.
43. Ib id . , ff207r, 21Or. As Glen's account closed in d e f ic it  he may have been 
experiencing d if f ic u lt ie s  collecting the common good during 1577-78, hence the 
pre-audit payment received from his predecessor.
44. See Appendix 5.1 in Vol. I I ,  P289-291.
45. See P371-372, 402-403.
46. 'Apparently' because many discharge entries were not dated.
47. See Appendix 5.1 in Vol. I I ,  P289-291.
48. Glas. Rees., i ,  14.
49. See P360-363.
50. See Appendix 5 .2 , table 3, in Vol. I I » P295-297.
51. SRA MS C i/1 /2  ff196r, 197r, 197v.
52. SRA MS C1/1/1 f88r. In spring 1575 the crown had issued proclamations discharging
'plakkis and hardheids': Accounts of the Treasurer of Scotland, x i i i ,  1574-1580, 
ed. C.T. Mclnnes,(Edinburgh, 1978), 55, 67.
53. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff150r, 195v.
54. For example the rents not received by William Symmer, William Burns and Thomas
M ille r  amounted to only £5 7s, £7 6s and £4 8s 4d respectively: SRA MS C1/1/2
ff196r, 197r, 197v.
55. See Appendix 5.1 in Vol. I I ,  P289-291.
56. See P33.
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57. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85r-86v. The transcribed version of th is  account in Glas.
Rees. , i ,  447-53, does not re fer to the last of these audits.
58. P94-95.
59. P100-113.
60. P337.
61. SRA MS C1/1/2 f146r. I t  may be noted that contrary to usual practice (see P343)
S ir Matthew Stewart of Minto, provost during much of Symmer's term of o ffice  as 
treasurer, was involved in th is  audit although he held no o ffice  whatsoever under 
Montrose. On Montrose's provostship see P113-114.
62. P345.
63. SRA MS C1/1/2 f195v.
64. See, for example, P359-360, 385-387, 409.
65. Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, 77, 175, 234, 237; F. Roberts and I.M.M. MacPhail,
Dumbarton Common Good Accounts, 1614-1660, (Dumbarton, 1972), 32, 38, 42.
66. SRA MS C1/1/1 f210r.
67. Ib id .,  f f8 5 r , 86v.
68. Glas. Rees. , i ,  234-235; see P213.
69. SRA MS C1/1/3 ff69r-73r (1589) and ff180r-183r (1590). Unfortunately the la tte r  
is  almost to ta lly  il le g ib le . For summary of the 1589 renta l see Appendix 5 .2 , 
table 1, in Vol. I I ,  P292.
70. SRA MS C1/1/1 f85r.
71. For these and subsequent figures see Appendix 5 .2 , tables 1 and 2, in Vol. I I ,  P292-294.
72. APS, i ,  333 (Leges Quattuor Burgorum c .1 ); Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, xxix-xxx;
Murray, Burgh Organisation, i ,  150-151.
73. SRA MS C1/1/1 f85r and C1/1/2 f150r.
74. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  25-27; see P5.
75. Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, 81.
76. Ib id . , xxxi; Murray, Burgh Organisation, i ,  157.
77. See, for example, Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  45-52.
78. Ib id . , 107-112.
79. Ib id . , 131-137. For fu l l  discussion see P25-29.
80. Glas. Mun. , i ,  159-177.
81. See Appendix 1.3 in  Vol. I I ,  P10-25.
82. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  149-162; see P310.
83. SRA MS C1/1/2 f150r.
84. APS, i i i ,  72.
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85. Glas. Chrs., i i ,  546-547; Glas. Rees., i ,  83. On entries in the accounts see,
for example, SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 5 r, 86r (1573-74) and SRA MS C1/1/2 ff195v, 197r
(1584-85). On payments to Alexander Graham see P310—311.
86. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 5 r , 86r (b is ), 87r, 88r; Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  p .x lv i i i ,  lx ;
Glas. Mun., i ,  170-171, 177.
87. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff146r (b is ), 146v, 147v, 148r, 148v, 149r, 150r, 151v, 195v, 196r,
196v; Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v, no 1548; on Thomas Craig see P309-310.
88. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  89; SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 5 r, 86v (b is) and C1/1/2 ff150r, 195v.
89. P350,352.
90. For evidence that the burgh was prospering and its  population was growing see P54-55, 433-434.
91. Glas. Rees., i ,  10.
92. I t  w il l  be recalled that in the la te  1560s S ir John Stewart of Minto, the provost,
s im ilarly  ignored the rights of archbishop Beaton: see P30. On the relationship
between archbishop Boyd on the one hand and provost Boyd and the burgh on the 
other see P93-100, 130 n.218.
93. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 5 r, 86r.
94. Ib id . , ff8 7 r , 88r.
95. Ib id . , f87r.
96. Ib id . , f113r.
97. Se£ Appendix 5 .2 , tables 1 and 2, in Vol. I I ,  P292-294.
98. Glas. Rees. , i ,  50-52. For a fu lle r  discussion of th is  statute see P278-279.
99. SRA MS C1/1/2 f195v.
100. P349.
101. Appendix 5 .2 , table 1, in Vol. I I ,  P292.
102. Glas. Rees., i ,  120-126 passim. See also P373 and Appendix 5 .2 , table 1, in  V o l. I I ,
P292.
103. For deta ils  of these figures see Appendix 5 .2 , table 3, in Vol. I I ,  P295-297.
According to Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, xxix, land income 'provided well over h a lf  
the to ta l resources of many burghs' and as one of his examples he cites the case 
of Glasgow in 1630-31. This was not so. In that year the charge amounted to 
£11,909 12s 8d of which land rents accounted for £772 3s 4d or 6% of the to ta l:  
see Glas. Rees., i i ,  501.
104. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 7 r, 21Or (three en tries ). On casualties see Pryde, Ayr Burgh 
Accounts, x x x v iii.
105. Glas. Rees., i ,  8.
106. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 7 r, 210r (three entries) and C1/1/2 ff196 r, 197r, 197v, 198r;
Appendix 5 .5 , table 2, in Vol. I I ,  P314.
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10*7. APS, i ,  349 (Leges Quattuor Burqorum, c .81 ), 695; Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, 1.
108. Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, x lix -1 .
109. For a summary of the burgess admission rates which follow see Appendix 5 .3 ,
table 1, in Vol. I I ,  P299-301.
110. See Appendix 2.17 in Vol. I I ,  P170-172.
111. Glas. Rees. , i , 17.
112. Ib id . , 39.
113. Ib id . , 52.
114. SRA MS C1/1/1 f206r.
115. Glas. Rees., i ,  59.
116. Ib id . , 127. See also introduction to table 1 of Appendix 5 .3  in  Vol. I I ,  P299-300.
117. Appendix 5 .3 , table 2, in Vol. I I ,  P302.
118. See P360-363.
119. Appendix 5 .3 , table 3, in Vol. I I ,  P303-304.
120. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff189r, 190v.
121. Ib id . , f221v.
122. See Appendix 5 .3 , table 1, in Vol. I I ,  P299-301.
123. Glas. Rees., i ,  76 and SRA MS C1/1/1 ff253r, 256r.
124. In May 1578 William Wilson's fine was paid to provost Crawford 'in  further 
satisfaction  of his fee' (SRA MS C1/1/1 f190v), a unique example. Many fines  
were diverted to the b a ilie s , masters of work, treasurers and clerks (fo r example,
ib id . ,ff141v, 165v, 187v, 205r, 226r, 258v and C1/1/2 f182v), several i f  not a l l  of
which were 'in  help of tha ir fe e '. Other cases of fines being given to senior 
o ff ic ia ls  record that the recipients had performed some special service for the 
burgh: see for example SRA MS C1/1/2 ff87v (Glas. Rees., i ,  101), 145r, 182r.
Burgess fines were also given to o ff ic ia ls  not in receipt of fees from the common 
good, including the o fficers  (SRA MS C1/1/1 ff4 3 r, 132v, 200v, 253r, 256r and 
C1/1/2 ff165r, 186v, 188r, 193r, 198r), the minstrels (SRA MS C1/1/2 f204v) and,
in June 1584, to John Dalrymple, one of the outlandmen, for his services to the 
burgh in  that capacity ( ib id . , f140v). See also n.237 below.
125. P384.
126. SRA MS C1/1/2 f32r. In the same month, March 1582, b a ilie  John Graham received a 
burgess admission fine (ib id . , f34r) but whether th is  was for his period as b a ilie  
in 1580-81 or 1581-82, or even related to his fee, was not specified.
127. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff74v, 147v.
128. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff13v, 20v, 28r, 125r, (on which see n.287 below), 267v and C1/1/2
f f7 6 r , 84r, 144r, 193r, 210v.
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129. SRA MS C1/1/1 f13v.
130. Ib id . , f276r and C1/1/2 f180r.
131. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff227r, 236v, 243r. On expenses see P404-411 passim.
132. See Appendix 5 .3 , tables 1 and 3, in Vol. I I ,  P299-301, 303-304.
133. Glas. Rees., i ,  98.
134. See P247.
135. Glas Rees., i ,  193.
136. Ib id . , 304-305. On the dean of guild court as constituted by the Letter of
Guildry in  1605 see Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  p. d c v iii-d c x i.
137. SRA MS C1/1/1 f88r.
138. See Appendix 5 .3 , table 2, in Vol. I I ,  P302.
139. SRA MS C1/1/2 f197v.
140. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f3 0 r , 61r, 112v.
141. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff14v, 100v, 101r.
142. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff2 9 r, 130v.
143. Ib id . , f207v.
144. See P109—112.
145. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff50v, 65r.
146. Ib id . , f104v.
147. Ib id . , f156r.
148. SRA MS C1/1/1 f240r. The tone of this  le t te r  suggests that Robert earl of Lennox 
knew by June 1579 that he would serve only two terms as provost of Glasgow. For 
the other gratis  admissions sponsored by him see ib id . , ff207v (b is ), 209v, 234v 
(b is ), 235v (b is ).
149. For example, SRA MS C1/1/1 ff79v, 233v and C1/1/2 f46r.
150. SRA MS C1/1/2 f154r.
151. Glas. Rees., i ,  198.
152. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f2 r , 19v, 94r and C1/1/2 f f  58v, 154v. On Robert Allan see P364.
153. SRA MS C1/1/1 f28r (Robert Scott, tra v e lle r , in September 1574).
154. Ib id . , f101r (Archibald Bar, waulker, in May 1576) and f253v (Thomas Brown, merchant, 
in A pril 1580).
155. Ib id . , f133r (Thomas Garner, fisher, in April 1577) and f240r (William Cunninghame, 
fish er, in August 1579).
156. SRA MS C1/1/2 f22r (James Law, younger, in October 1581).
157. See Appendix 5 .3 , table 3, in Vol. I I ,  P303-304. On burgess admission scales
see P358-359.
158. Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, p . l .
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159. Glas. Rees., i ,  83-84. See also ib id . , 204 for a s im ilar incident in February
1600. Byris may be the same James Byris who was entered gratis  in April 1575,
while i t  may be noted that a John Muir was entered g ra tis  in May 1575 and another 
in  June 1575: SRA MS C1/1/1 ff55v, 61r, 66r.
160. SRA MS 01/1 /2  f154r.
161. P359.
162. Glas Rees. , i ,  59.
163. For the figures which follow see Appendix 5 .3 , table 4, in Vol. I I ,  P305-306.
164. P247, 362.
165. Glas. Rees., i ,  198. See also P365.
166. Glas. Rees. , i ,  304-305.
167. See P340-341 and Appendix 2.6 in Vol. I I ,  P48-63.
168. Referred to in the accounts as 'the new g if t  of the b rig ' to distinguish i t  from the 
'auld proprietie  of the brig ' on which see P349-350.
169. Glas. Chrs., i .  p t . i i ,  146-148.
170. See Appendix 5.4 in Vol. I I ,  P308-312.
171. SRA MS C1/1/1 f85r (b is ).
172. Ib id . , f8 5 r.
173. Glas. Chrs. , i ,  p t . i i ,  164-167. For references to th is  dispute in  the minutes see 
SRA MS C1/1/1 ff5 6 r, 59v; for references in the accounts see ib id . ff87v (seven 
e n trie s ), 88r, 113r (an entry which gives a l is t  of witnesses produced by Glasgow 
to prove its  right to exact the ladle custom) and 113v.
174. Glas. Rees., i ,  48 and SRA MS C1/1/1 f113v.
175. Glas. Rees. , i ,  14. Beltane was either 1 or 3 May, usually the la tte r :  Dictionary
of the Older Scottish Tongue.
176. For further deta ils  of the burgh's d if f ic u lt ie s  with James Anderson see Appendix 
2 .6 , p t.3 , in Vol. I I ,  P56.
177. Glas. Rees. , i ,  56 and SRA MS 01/1/1 f121r. Subsequent minutes recording burgess
entries , beginning with that of Steyne H il l  on 4 December 1576, included the oath
regarding astric tio n  to the m ills: SRA MS C1/1/1 f121r. In order, to compensate
Anderson the burgh was obliged to raise a loan of 100 merks which was not f in a lly  
paid o ff  u n til 1585: see P344, 402-403.
178. Glas. Rees., i ,  57.
179. SRA MS C1/1/1 f210v; see also P395.
180. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i ,  18. Lyon served during th is  period as a b a ilie  and was a 
prominent councillor (see Appendices 2.11 and 2.12 in Vol. I I ,  P83-148 passim) .
181. Glas. Chrs., i i ,  553-557.
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182. See Appendix 2 .6 , p t.3 , in Vol. I I ,  P59-61.
183. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff211r, 243r and C1/1/2 ff146v, 148v, 196v.
184. SRO MS CC8/8/18 f133v.
185. Glas. Chrs. , i ,  p t . i i ,  452; on the alienations see P355.
186. For the following figures see Appendix 5.4 in Vol. I I ,  P308-312.
187. P356, 359.
188. I t  may be noted that these figures do not add up to 100%. However the discrepancy
is  re c tif ie d  i f  the monies obtained from casualties in 1574-75 and 1577-78 are
included: see P356-357.
189. Glas. Rees. , i ,  20.
190. SRA MS C1/1/1 f 211v . .
191. Ib id . , f243v.
192. Glas. Rees. , i ,  56.
193. SRA MS C l/1 /I  ff85v, 211v. The Kelvin m ill must have been less prone to such 
d if f ic u lt ie s  than the old m ill on the Molendinar.
194. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff207r, 211v, 243v and C1/1/2 ff146v (b is ) , 147v, 149v; on the works 
on the old m ill in 1577 see P372, 395.
195. Glas. Rees., i ,  87 and SRA MS C1/1/2 f146v. On the repeal of the th irlage  
leg is la tio n  see P90, 104, 239.
196. On. prices see P264-272 and Appendix 4.4 in Vol. I I ,  P282-288.
197. For the following see Appendix 5.5 in Vol. I I ,  P313-315.
198. See P353-354.
199. See Appendix 5.4 in Vol. I I ,  P308-312.
200. The figure of 58% for 1575-76 is  something of a d is to rtion  since i t  includes £20 
obtained from John Steyne in rents from the newly alienated commons, some of which, 
however, was income derived from the k irk  stent authorised in 1574: see P354.
201. P381-383.
202. P346.
203. P249-252.
204. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, ix , no.2926. On th is  and other loans see P250-253, 402-404.
205. P312-316 passim.
206. RCRB, i ,  48, 173-174. Equally i t  may be noted that in the intervening period 
following the poor harvest of 1577 which produced a rise  in  prices (P266-267) and a 
reduction in income obtained from the ladle and m ill customs (P376), Glasgow f e l l  
back to eighth place in the tax r o l l  of 1578, equivalent to a contribution of 2.25%: 
RCRB, i ,  73-74.
207. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, iv , no.2926.
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208. RCRB, i, 253-254.
209. The minutes of the periods April 1586 -  October 1588, July 1590 -  October 1594 and 
May 1597 -  November 1598 are missing, while the next accounts to survive a fte r  
those of 1584-85 are those of 1605-1606: SRA MS C1/1/6 ff97r-107v.
210. Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, x lv i i - x lv i i i .
211. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, ix ,  no.2926 (p .112); Glas. Rees., i ,  136.
212. RCRB, i ,  365-366, 451-452.
213. Glas. Rees., i ,  166.
214. P269.
215. P356, 360-363, 374, 375.
216. SRA MS C1/1/1 f88r and Cl/1 /2  f197v. See Appendix 5 .6  in Vol. I I ,  P316-319.
217. P351-352. See also Appendix 5.2 table 3 in Vol. I I ,  P295-297.
218. See Appendix 5.6 in Vol. I I ,  P316-319.
219. They are sp ec ifica lly  styled thus in the 1583-84 accounts: SRA MS C l/1 /2  f151v.
220. See P358 and Appendix 5 .3 , table 1, in Vol. I I ,  P299-301.
221. SRA MS C1/1/1 f88r.
222. For example, ib id . , f86r (1573-74) and f88r (1574-75).
223. P360.
224. SRA MS C1/1/1 f86r (1573-74) and C1/1/2 f146v (1581-82), f197v (1584-85).
225. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 6 r, 88r, 114v.
226. Ib id . , f210v.
227. Ib id . , f243v. See P280.
228. SRA MS C1/1/1 f198v.
229. Ib id . , ff138r, 211v.
230. Ib id . , f86v.
231. P33.
232. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff196r, 197v.
233. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff114v, 243v.
234.The relevant entries are unfortunately not . dated and do not always id en tify  the 
recip ient of the provost's fee (whereas the individual b a ilie s  are named in th e ir  
e n trie s ). Nonetheless working backwards through the accounts the following 
pattern emerges with respect to payments to the provosts.
( i )  1584-85 accounts: payment to John earl of Montrose, provost in  1583-84,
and [S ir William Livingstone, provost in 1584-85] (SRA MS C1/1/2 ff196r,
197v).
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( i i )  1583-84 accounts: payment to S ir Matthew Stewart of Minto, provost in
1582-83 ( ib id . , f151v).
( i i i )  1582-83 accounts: payment to [Minto, provost in 1581-82] ( ib id . , f148r).
( iv )  1581-82 accounts: payment to [Esme earl of Lennox, provost in 1580-81]
( ib id . , f147v).
(v) 1579-81 accounts missing.
(v i)  1578-79 accounts: payment to Robert earl of Lennox, provost in 1578-79
(SRA MS C1/1/1 f243v).
Thus i t  would appear that at some point between 1579 and 1581 payment of the 
provost's fee lapsed.
235. P337, 347. On the crises of 1580-83 see P100-113 passim.
236. P360-363 passim.
237. Cases where diversion of burgess fines was d e fin ite ly  intended to meet the fees of 
the recipients are found at SRA MS C1/1/1 ff187v (A pril 1578, the b a ilie s ), 190v 
(May 1578, the provost), 205r (August 1578, the b a ilie s ) and C1/1/2 ff15v (August 
1581, the b a ilie s ) , 32r (March 1582, b a ilie  Hector Stewart), 65r (March 1583, 
b a ilies  Robert Stewart and Mr Adam Wallace), 65v (March 1583, b a ilie  William  
Cunninghame), 74v (May 1583, the c lerk), 118r (December 1583, b a ilie  Wallace), 131v 
(May 1584, b a ilie  Cunninghame), 197v (cAugust 1584, the b a ilie s ) . See also 
n.124 above.
238. See Appendix 5 .3 , table 3, in Vol. I I ,  P303-304.
239. P361.
240. P347-348.See also P403.
241. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f8 6 r , 88r, 114v, 207r, 211v, 243v and C l /1/2 ff146r, 147r, 148v,
149r, 151v, 196r. See also Appendix 2.23 in Vol. I I ,  P213.
242. P385.
243. SRA MA C1/1/1 ff85v, 87r.
244. Ib id . , ff113v, 207r, 210v, 211r, 243r.
245. Ib id . , ff8 5v , 86r, 88r and C1/1/2 f196r,v (seven entries).
246. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff211r, 242v (b is ). Precisely which steeple was involved is
not known. See also P94, 294, 409.
247. The amount involved was £3 6s 8d. See SRA MS C1/1/1 ff114 r, 207r, 211v.
248. SRA MS C1/1/2 f198r.
249. Glas. Rees., i ,  76. See P191..
250. Glas. Rees. , i ,  18.
251. See Appendix 5.6 in Vol. I I ,  P316-319.
252. P346, 380. For the figures here quoted see Appendix 5.6 in Vol. I I ,  P316-319.
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253. For a breakdown of the sums spent on in ternal and external hosp ita lity  see 
Appendix 5.7 in Vol. I I ,  P320.
254. P363-369 passim.
255. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 5 r , v (seven entries), 86v, 87r, 87v, 114r, 206r (b is ), 206v (three  
e n trie s ), 210v (four en tries ), 211r, 243r (b is ), 243v (b is) and C l/1 /2  ff146r,v  
(three e n trie s ), 148v (three en tries ), I49r, 149v (b is ) , 150v (b is ), 151r (three 
e n trie s ). Ardkinglass is in Lochgoilhead parish, Argyllshire: Ordnance Gazetteer
of Scotland, ed. F.D. Graeme, 6 vo ls ., (London, 1894-1895).Drumquhassil is  near 
Drymen, S tirlin g sh ire : B.B. Hartop and M. Rodger, Johnson's Gazetteer of Scotland,
(London, 1958).
256. RPC, i i i ,  419n; Calderwood, H istory, v i i i ,  212.
257. SRA MS C1/1/2 f146v (fiv e  en tries ). On the m instrels' uniform see n.372 below.
One other entry, in the 1583-84 accounts ( ib id . , f 151r ) , records that Robert 
Nemok received £2 13s 4d compensation for 'ane burde fane fra  him . . .  the kingis 
maiestie being in th is  toun, put in the cas te ll and nocht d e ly v ir it  agane'.
258. P408.
259. SRA MS C1/1/1 f211r and C1/1/2 f146v.
260. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 7 r, 206r, 243v (b is ). On the events of spring 1579 see also 
P295, 391, 409.
261. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85v (four entries, including £1 for a gallon of wine 'to  my lord
o f Glasgow quhen he was adm ittit bischop'), 113v, 114v, 210v, 211r , 243v (three
entries) and C1/1/2 f147r. I t  is  interesting to note that the las t noted 
reference, £6 for 'ane disione gewin . . .  to the bischope and sundrie servands of 
my lord duik' in November 1581 is  the only reference to hosp ita lity  being given 
to archbishop Montgomery, a l l  other entries re ferring  to archbishop Boyd.
262. SRA MS C l/1 / I  ff85v, 206r and C1/1/2 f147r.
263. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85r (b is ), 87r (three e n tries ), 113r (b is ), 114v, 206r (b is ),
210v, 242v and C1/1/2 ff147r (b is ), 148v, 149r, 150v, 197r.
264. SRA MS C l/1 /2  f150v (b is ). See P84-85.
265. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 6 r, 206v and C1/1/2 ff147r, 196v. On the meeting at K ilpatrick
see also P275-276, 407.
266. SRA MS C1/1/1 f243r, v. On the S tir lin g  'ra id ' see P409; on the events of 
spring 1579 see P295, 390, 409.
267. SRA MS C1/1/2 f196r.
268. For example, see SRA MS C1/1/1 ff114r, 211r, 211v.
269. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff148r, 149v, 151 v (b is ).
270. SRA MS C1/1/1 f113r.
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271. Since Boyd retained close ties  with the burgh a fte r he ceased to be provost 
(see P129 n.205) a l l  g ifts  of wine to Boyd have been treated as examples of 
in terna l h o sp ita lity . Payments for wine etc. given to Boyd amounted to around
£364: SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85v, 86v (b is ), 113v (four e n trie s ), 114r (b is ), 114v (b is ),
206r (four e n trie s ), 206v (fiv e  en tries ), 210v (four e n trie s ), 211r, 242v, 243r 
(four entries) and C1/1/2 ff149r, 149v, 150v (b is ). By way of contrast the g ifts  
of wine to provost Crawford amounted to about £7; to Robert earl of Lennox, £26; 
to Esme earl of Lennox, £10; to S ir Matthew Stewart of Minto, £24; to John earl 
of Montrose, £8; to S ir William Livingstone of K ilsyth , £12: see SRA MS C1/1/1
f f 211v , 243r (four en tries ), 243v and C1/1/2 ff148v, 149r (three e n tries ), 149v 
(b is ), 150v (three en tries ), 151r, 197r, 198v.
272. SRA MS C1/1/1 f86v.
273. Ib id . , f113v.
274. Ib id . , f206r.
275. Ib id . , f206v.
276. Ib id . , f210v.
277. Ib id . , f211v.
278. Ib id . , f242v. See also P250.
279. SRA MS C1/1/1 f243r (four entries) for 1578-79 and C1/1/2 ff149r, 149v, 150v (bis)
for the 1580s, the la tte r  group amounting to only £6 4s. 8d.
280. Subtracting Boyd's £364 worth of wine from the £888 spent on in ternal hosp ita lity  
would leave £524 but that would assume that Boyd would have been given nothing.
As Robert earl of Lennox and Sir Matthew Stewart of Minto received about £25 each 
by way of g ifts  of wine (see n.271 above) a sum of around £550 would seem more 
appropriate.
281. See Appendix 5.7 in Vol. I I ,  P320.
282. See Appendix 5.6 in Vol. I I ,  P316-319.
283. For the foregoing see also P250-253.
284. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85r-86v passim. This account, i t  may be noted, contains the only 
two references to income from the bridge and lad le  customs being spec ifica lly  used 
for public works ( ib id . , f85r, b is ). Such income was supposed to be used in this  
way but seems to have been subsumed into the common purse and disbursed as was seen 
f i t :  see P370. See also P356 for sim ilar earmarking of the income from booth 
entries for public works; again i t  is  not possible to determine i f  th is  was done.
285. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff87r-88r passim. I t  may be noted that the tolbooth works included 
the use of iron from Danzig, evidence of trade with the B altic  (see P10, 6 6 ), 
and that in July 1574 the court was obliged to meet on three occasions in the
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B lackfriar's  k irk  to allow the works on the tolbooth to be progressed: SRA MS
C1/1/1 ff21v-22v.
286. SRA MS C l/1 /1  ff113r-114v passim.
287. Ib id . , C1/1/1 ff206r-207r passim. In i t ia l ly  i t  proved necessary to raise a loan
in order to pay Kaye for his services: see P403. I t  may also be noted in  re lation
to these works on the tolbooth clock that in February 1577 James Scott, painter,
was given the burgess fine of John Biggart, draper, 'fo r his bountetht and laubouris 
done be him in culloring of the knok, moyne and horlage': ib id . , f125r (Glas. Rees.,
i ,  56-57).
288. SRA MS C1/1/1 f206v.
289. Ib id . , ff210v-211v passim. See P372. Other la te r  minor works on th is  m ill and
the Kelvin m ill were paid for by the tacksmen and credited against the sums due
from them for th e ir farms: see P375 and Appendix 5.4 in Vol. I I ,  P308-312.
290. P371-372.
291. SRA MS C1/1/1 f210v.
292. See, for example, ib id . , ff8 8 r, 114v, 206r and C1/1/2 f149v.
293. On communal labour and the evidently preferred practice of using d irect labour
see P282.
294. However cash flow problems could arise and the master of work could find himself 
out of pocket. Thus in May 1577 James Fleming, master of work, received a burgess 
fine 'fo r  his expensis maid be him in awating on the workmen th ir  twa yeirs bigane': 
Glas. Rees. , i ,  57.
See also P397 for sim ilar cash flow problems which affected the masters of work in 
the 1580s.
295. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff210v (nine en tries ), 211r (eight e n trie s ), 242v, 243r and Glas.
Rees. , i ,  69.
296. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff242v-243v passim.
297. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff146r-148r passim.
298. Ib id . , ff148r-149v passim. On this  period see P109-115 passim and Donaldson, 
Scotland, James V -V II, 178-180.
299. See P360-361, 363, 386-387 and n.294 above.
300. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff150r-151v passim.
301. Ib id . , ff196r-198r passim.
302. See Appendix 5.6 in Vol. I I ,  316-319.
303. See Appendix 5.6 in Vol. I I ,  316-319.
304. For example SRA MS C1/1/1 ff113v, 114r (1575-76 accounts, nine en tries ).
305. Ib id . , f113v.
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306. Ib id . , f87v (four en tries ).
307. Ib id . , ff85v (b is ), 113v (b is ), 206r.
308. SRA MS C1/1/2 f197r.
309. The k irk  session records show that attempts to observe the trad itio n a l Christmas 
fe s tiv it ie s  were s tr ic t ly  censured: SRA CH2/550/1 ff4 v , 5v (Dec.1583 and Jan.1584).
310. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f8 6 r , 87v, 114r, 206v, 211r, 243v and C1/1/2 ff147r, 149r, 150v,
197r.
311. SRA MS C1/1/1 f87v (b is ).
312. Ib id . , f207r.
313. Ib id . , ff85v, 86r, 87r, 113v (b is ), 114r (three e n trie s ), 206r (b is ), 206v, 242v, 
243r. See also P161, 192, 210.
314. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f 114r (b is ), 211r and C1/1/2 f147 (b is ). See also P192, 210.
315. For example, SRA MS C1/1/2 f94v.
316. Ib id . , f f 151 (b is ), 197v.
317. See P318-319.
318. SRA MS C1/1/2 f197r (b is ).
319. SRA MS C1/1/1 f87v.
320. Ib id . , f113v (c f P395). Payments of compensation for other industria l accidents 
appear in the 1577-78 and 1578-79 accounts: SRA MS C1/1/1 ff210v, 242v.
321. Ib id . , f 21Ov. See also P384-385.
322. SRA MS C1/1/1 f211r. On Thomas Craig and the new k irk  school see P309-310.
323. SRA MS C1/1/2 f197r.
324. Ib id . , f196v (b is ).
325. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff87v, 113r, 211v and C1/1/2 f146v; Dictionary of the Older Scottish 
Tongue (lattoun; mark); see also P314.
326. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff87 -88r, 210v-211v and C1/1/2 ff196r-198r passim.
327. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85v, 86r, 87v (b is ), 114v (b is ), 207r (b is ) , 211v (b is ), 243r (bis)
and C1/1/2 ff146v, 147r, 148v, 149r (b is ), 151v (b is ), 196r.
328. SRA MS C1/1/2 f148v; Prot. Bk. Glasgow, iv , no .1182.
329. SRA MS C1/1/2 f147r; Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i,  no .1704.
330. P351-352, 384.
331 Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, ed. C. Innes, 2 v o ls ., (Bannatyne and Maitland 
Clubs, 1843), i i ,  452-454.
332. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff146v, 149r, 151v, 197v.
333. P100-102. On Elphinstone see also P70-71.
334. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v.
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335. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, ix , no.2926 (p .112).
336. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff211r, 243r and C1/1/2 ff146v, 148v, 196v. See P373.
337. P371.
338. SRA MS C1/1/1 f121r.
339. Ib id . , ff211v, 243v and C1/1/2 ff147v, 149v, 151r, 197v.
340. SRA MS C1/1/2 f148r.
341. Ib id . , f198r.
342. See P347-348, 387.
343. See P395.
344. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff116r, 206r, 206v (b is ).
345. Ib id . , f211v.
346. See P250, 252-253, 291-292, 380-381, 394.
347. RPC, i i ,  320; SRA MS C1/1/1 f85 (six en tries ). This case cannot be traced in the
General Assembly's records (BUK) . On the 1572 agreement see P55.
348. RPC, i i ,  347-348; SRA MS C1/1/1 f86r (b is ). This case cannot be traced in  the
General Assembly's records (BUK) .
349. SRA MS C l/1 /1  ff85v, 86r, 87r. See P353-354.
350. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff87v (seven en tries ), 88r, 113r, 113v. SeeP370-371. See also
n.173 above.
351. SRA MS C1/1/1 f206v. On the university see P306-307; on the 1576 elections see P98-99.
352. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff210v (fiv e  en tries ), 211r (three e n trie s ), 211v.
353. See P106-112 passim.
354. SRA MS C1/1/2 f147v (b is ); BUK, i i ,  573-575; RPC, i i i ,  476-477; Glas. Chrs., i ,  
p t . i ,  p.cxxi n.
355. SRA MS C1/1/2 f148v; BUK, i i ,  565; RPC, i i i ,  486.
356. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff148v, 149r. See P108, 112.
357. See P10.
358. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85v (b is ), 86v, 206v (b is ), 243r (eleven en tries ).
359. Ib id . , f f 113v (six en tries ), 114r (nine en tries ); Glas. Rees., i ,  46-47.
360. SRA MS C1/1/1 f206 (six en tries).
361. SRA MS C1/1/2 fl96v (three en tries ). Newark is  on the south bank of the Clyde 
at Port Glasgow, opposite Dumbarton.
362. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff113v (four en tries ), 114r and C1/1/2 f196v (b is ).
363. SRA MS C1/1/1 f114r and C1/1/2 ff146r, 197r (b is ).
364. These figures represent 13%, 10%, 15%, 8%, 11% and 9% of a l l  common good
expenditure in these years: see Appendix 5.6 in Vol. I I ,  P316-319.
365. P390.
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366. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff86r (b is ), 87r, 87v, 114v (b is ), 206v, 211r and C l/1 /2  f149r.
367. On Glasgow's representation at the Convention of Royal Burghs and at Parliament 
see P14.
368. SRA MS C l/1 /1  ff85v, 86v, 87r (b is ), 87v, 113v (b is ), 211r, 243r; RCRB, i ,  
pp.xxiv-xxvi, 24-97 passim.
369. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff206v, 211r (three entries); neither of these meetings is  
referred to in  RCRB.
370. See also P94, 294, 387.
371. Accounts of the Treasurer of Scotland, x i i i ,  1574-1580, ed. C.T. Mclnnes,
(Edinburgh, 1978), 213-214; RPC, i i i ,  9, 16-17; APS, i i i ,  7, 8 (table of
contents), 94-114.
372. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff242v, 243r (a to ta l of twenty-four e n ttie s ). On the dinner given 
to the young men see P391. An e a r lie r  entry in the 1574-75 accounts discloses 
that the m instrels' uniform was made of blue cloth ( lik e  that of the o fficers: 
see P390) and cramoisy 'to  be the townes armes to be putt thereon': SRA MS C1/1/1
f87r.
373. See Appendix 5.6 in Vol. I I ,  P316-3l£.
374. SRA MS C1/1/1 f243v (four e n tries ). Most of these payments related to the
provision of hosp ita lity : see P390-391.
I f  would thus appear that the minstrels accompanied the town's levies.
Consequently a payment of £3 in the 1583-84 accounts to John Cuthbert, m instrel, 
for his attendance at the 'Fa lk irk  ra id ' suggests that the m il it ia  was called out 
to assist the crown when S tir lin g  castle was seized in A pril 1584 by the earls of 
Mar and Glamis: SRA MS C1/1/2 f151r; RPC, i i i ,  p p .lx i, 654-656. S im ilarly , the
granting of a burgess fine to John C u th b e rt,'ta b u rrio r', in  November 1585 so that 
he could buy clothes and go to Hamilton 'w ith the men of weir' indicates that the 
Glasgow levies were probably engaged by the government of Arran in  its  e ffo rts  
to halt the progress of the banished lords, among them Lords John and Claud 
Hamilton, who had returned to Scotland in la te  October 1585: SRA MS C1/1/2 f204v;
RPC, iv , 13, 21-22, 27-30; see also P115.
375. P250, 294-295.
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CHAPTER VI
CONCLUSION : THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE BURGH OF GLASGOW, 1574-86
In  o rder to  assess f u l l y  the nature  and q u a li ty  o f  burgh 
a d m in is tra tio n  in  Glasgow during  the main pe riod  under c o n s id e ra tio n , 
and in  the la te  s ix te e n th  century as a whole, i t  is  necessary to  r e c a ll  
the  co n te x t w ith in  which the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il operated.
Compared to  Edinburgh w ith  an estim ated p op u la tion  o f around
12,000 in  1560, Glasgow a t th a t tim e was a sm all urban u n it  com pris ing
about 4,500 oAo-ts . However Edinburgh was very much the excep tion
among S c o tt is h  burghs; e q u a lly  Glasgow, desp ite  i t s  sm all s iz e , was by
no means an in s ig n if ic a n t  township. A lthough la c k in g  ro y a l burgh s ta tu s
Glasgow had by the m id -s ix te e n th  century  o u ts tr ip p e d  i t s  neighbours
Dumbarton, Renfrew and Rutherg len. Of the burghs in  the west o f
Scotland on ly  the ro y a l burgh o f Ayr was deemed capable o f bearing a
la rg e r  share o f n a tio n a l ta x a tio n s  by the Convention o f Royal Burghs,
but in  the tax  r o l l  compiled in  1583 Glasgow f in a l ly  overtook Ayr to
2
become the lead ing  burgh in  the re g io n . The reasons fo r  Glasgow's 
success were m an ifo ld  and among them may be c ite d  the terms o f  the burgh 's  
c h a r te r  o f  founda tion  which s p e c i f ic a l ly  a llowed i t  a l l  the l ib e r t ie s  
possessed by the k in g 's  burghs; the more a c t iv e  in te re s t  which i t s  
s u p e rio rs , the b ishops, were able to  take in  Glasgow's development
compared w ith  the less  immediate support the crown was able to  g ive  to
i t s  many dependent burghs; and the fa c t  th a t the c i t y ,  as the fo c a l
p o in t o f  a d iocese, a t tra c te d  cons iderab le  business on account o f  the
b ishops ' c o n s is to ry  ju r i s d ic t io n . 3
A fte r  the Reform ation the ju r is d ic t io n  o f the commissary c o u rt a t 
Glasgow was cons ide rab ly  reduced in  i t s  scope4 and in  the crown g ran t 
o f  1571 which empowered the burgh a u th o r it ie s  to  c o l le c t  customs fo r  the 
upkeep o f  the b ridge  the 'want o f  iu r is d ic t io u n  o f the commissarie v s i t  
a f o i r  the Reformatioun o f  R e lig ioun  be re p a rin g  o f oure lie g e s  o f  the 
cu n tre  about to  our sa id  c i t i e '  was s p e c i f i c ia l ly  mentioned as a major 
c o n tr ib u to ry  fa c to r  to  the bu rgh 's  economic d i f f i c u l t i e s .  Statements 
such as th is  must be tre a te d  w ith  some ca u tio n . Nonetheless i t  is  
q u ite  probable th a t Glasgow's m arketing a c t iv i t ie s  d id  s u f fe r  as a
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r e s u lt  o f  the new c o n s is to r ia l arrangements and more p a r t ic u la r ly  
th rough another fa c to r  which the crown g ran t o f  1571 re fe rre d  to ,  namely 
the  d is ru p t iv e  e f fe c ts  o f the c i v i l  war o f  1571-73 du ring  which 
Dumbarton had been c o n tro lle d  by the Marian rebe ls  and Glasgow's access 
to  both the western sea routes and i t s  customers in  A rg y l l had been 
je o p a rd ise d .
However the v i t a l i t y  and business acumen o f the Glasgow merchants 
and craftsm en were such th a t these setbacks were soon surmounted.
W rit in g  o f  the burgh in  1578 bishop John L e s lie  o f  Ross was able to  
a s s e rt th a t
' . . .  Glasgow is  the m aist renoumed market in  a l l  the 
west, honorable and ce le b ra t . . .  i t  is  sa frequen t 
and o f  s ik  renoume th a t i t  sendes to  the Easte 
cuntreyes [ i . e . ,  eastern S co tland ] v e r ie  f a t t  kye, 
h e rr in g  lykwyse and salmonte, oxnehydes, wole and 
s k in is ,  b u tte r  lykwyse th a t nane b e t t i r ,  and ch iese .
Bot, c o n tra re , to  the west (quha ir is  a peple v e r ie  
numerable in  respecte o f the commoditie o f  the sey 
co s t)  by v th i r  merchandise, a l l  kynd o f corne to  
thame sendes. Bot t i l l  A rgy le , in  the h ila n d s  l ie s ,  
and lykwyse to  the outmest Is le s  in  I r la n d  i t  sendes
b a ith  v ine  and a le  and s ik  kynde o f d r in k  . . .  F a rthe r
i t  hes a v e r ie  commodious seyports q u h a ir in  l i t l e  
s c h ip is  ten myles frome the sey r e s t is  besyde the 
b r ig ,  q u h ilke  b r ig  haveng 8 bowis is  a g re t d e le c tio n e  
to  the lu k e r is  vpon i t . ' 6 
These comments are in s t r u c t iv e .  Although he makes no mention o f  fo re ig n  
tra d e , evidence fo r  which is  found in  the m inutes passim and in  the 
testam ents o f  the Glasgow merchants which record  commercial dea lings  
w ith  France, F landers and o the r c o n tin e n ta l c o u n tr ie s , L e s lie  does 
re in fo rc e  the im pression which is  to  be de rived  from those same sources 
th a t  G lasgow's main tra d in g  lin k s  were w ith  i t s  immediate h in te r la n d  or 
areas such as A rg y l l and the I s le s . 7 At th is  stage in  the bu rgh 's
development the commercial a s p ira tio n s  o f  the merchants seem to  have
been con fined  to  s a t is fy in g  the probably q u ite  l im ite d  ta s te s  o f  i t s  
le a d in g  c it iz e n s  and neighbouring la ir d s  fo r  f in e  c lo th s ,  wine and
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o th e r consumables which had to  be im ported from abroad. Otherwise 
th e re  was as ye t l i t t l e  s ign  o f the aggressive seeking out o f  fo re ig n  
markets which would la te r  c h a ra c te rise  the tra d in g  a c t iv i t ie s  o f the 
Glasgow merchants.
S im ila r ly ,  the bu rgh 's  a b i l i t y  to  produce anyth ing  o the r than a 
bas ic  range o f lo c a l ly  manufactured goods was l im ite d .  This can be 
s u b s ta n tia te d  by examining the occupations o f those who were adm itted 
to  burgess-sh ip  du ring  the 1570s and 1580s. Indeed, in  the absence o f 
any more exact evidence (such as tax r o l ls ) ,  burgess admissions provide  
the c le a re s t p ic tu re  o f the nature o f the burgh and the com position o f 
i t s  s o c ie ty  a t th is  tim e. The data provided from th is  source are fa r  
from id e a l s ince  o f the 534 burgessesadm itted between January 1574 and 
A p r i l  1586 the occupations o f 185 cannot be a sce rta in ed ; however s ix t y -  
s ix  were merchants, 145 were members o f the n ine inco rp o ra te d  c ra f ts  
(n in e  sk in n e rs , fo r ty - tw o  t a i lo r s ,  n ine websters, fou rteen  hammermen, 
fo u r masons, eleven bax te rs , th ir t y - th r e e  c o rd in e rs , tw elve coopers, 
eleven f le s h e rs ) ,  w h ile  the remaining 138 were c h ie f ly  un incorpora ted  
tra d e rs , craftsm en and journeymen p lus  a sm all number o f surgeons, 
n o ta r ie s  and se rvan ts . By rea rrang ing  these data and c o n fin in g  
a t te n t io n  to  those new burgesses who fo llow ed  a c r a f t  ( ir re s p e c t iv e  o f 
whether or not th a t c r a f t  was in co rp o ra te d ) the fo llo w in g  c le a re r 
p ic tu re  emerges: fou rteen  metal works (arm ourers, 'hammermen', lo r im e rs , 
sm iths and ' sw ords lyppers ' ) ;  twenty-seven in d iv id u a ls  in vo lve d  in  the 
b u ild in g  or associa ted trades (b o a tw r ig h ts , ca rpen te rs , c a r te rs ,  
coopers, masons, p a in te rs , q u a rr ie rs , s la te rs  and w r ig h ts ) ;  104 men 
working in  the c lo th in g  and le a th e r trades (bonnetmakers, clothmen, 
d rape rs , c o rd in e rs , dyers, sk in ne rs , waulkers and w ebste rs); and 109 
p ro v is io n e rs  (b a x te rs , butterm en, fisherm en, f le s h e rs , fru itm e n , 
gardeners, maltmen and mealmen). The absence o f m anufacturers o f more 
s o p h is tic a te d  and sem i-luxu ry  products cannot be exp la ined sim ply in  
terms o f the conservatism  o f the m o n o p o lis tic  and p r iv i le g e d  c r a f ts .
Thus the in c o rp o ra tio n  o f hammermen embraced go ldsm iths , s ilv e rs m ith s , 
gunsm iths, je w e lle rs  and c locksm iths  but none o f these branches o f 
m eta l working was represented among the burgess admissions o f  the 1570s 
and 1580s. As a c o ro lla ry  to  t h is ,  du ring  the seventeenth century  
Glasgow's m anufacturing base was expanded and th is  was done through
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the es tab lishm ent o f  fa c to r ie s  producing h igher q u a li ty  woollen and
lin e n  c lo th  as w e ll as g lassworks, 's o a p e r ie s ',  sugar r e f in e r ie s  and
ropeworks, most o f  which were o u tw ith  the c o n tro l o f  the in c o rp o ra tio n s ;
however none o f the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  burgess admissions o f
un inco rpo ra ted  craftsm en in d ic a te  the ex is tence  a t th a t tim e o f a pool
o f  ta le n t  which was being held back by the power o f the in c o rp o ra tio n s .
The te c h n ic a l e x p e rtis e  necessary fo r  growth was not present a t th is
tim e and the c ru c ia l re la t io n s h ip  between m anufacturing and commerce
which was to  be the founda tion  o f Glasgow's remarkable success in  the
e ig h teen th  cen tu ry  tobacco trade  had ye t to  develop. The preponderance
o f  c lo th ie r s ,  le a th e r workers and p ro v is io n e rs  among the new men
adm itted  to  burgess-sh ip  du ring  the 1570s and 1580s shows th a t the
craftsm en in  Glasgow were p r im a r ily  occupied in  supp ly ing  the immediate
needs o f  the lo c a l p o p u la tio n . These d e ta i ls  p lus  the l i t t l e  th a t is
known about the m erchants' tra d in g  a c t iv i t ie s  con firm  the im pression
gleaned from bishop L e s l ie 's  comments th a t Glasgow in  the la te  s ix te e n th
cen tu ry  was e s s e n t ia lly  a market town re c e iv in g  and dea ling  in  coun try
produce and supp ly ing  the surrounding s h ire s  w ith  bas ic  manufactures
0
supplemented by a few lu x u r ie s  im ported from Europe.
However the re  are severa l in d ic a t io n s  th a t Glasgow, though not yet 
the  major p o rt which i t  would la te r  become, was th r iv in g  as a p ro v in c ia l 
ce n tre  in  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry . For example, the income obtained 
from the custom o f  the la d le ,  which serves as a u s e fu l gauge o f the 
burgh m arkets ' performance, more than doubled between 1578 and 1581 and
9
alm ost doubled again between 1585 and 1595. W hile much o f the la t t e r
increase  may be a t t r ib u ta b le  to  in f la t io n ,  o the r evidence shows th a t
d u rin g  the la s t  q u a rte r o f  the s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  the s t ra in  on the
markets was becoming such th a t the a u th o r it ie s  were ob lig ed  to
d e c e n tra lis e  c e r ta in  tra d in g  a c t iv i t ie s  from the Cross to  o the r areas 
10o f the  burgh. A f lo u r is h in g  market would favour a r is e  in  the 
p o p u la tio n  and a lthough the f ig u re s  o f  4,500 in  1560 r is in g  to  7,000 
by 160011 are based not on sound evidence but on mere con jec tu re  the re  
are a number o f  s igns in  the records th a t these years d id  indeed 
w itness  an app rec iab le  i f  u n q u a n tif ia b le  increase in  the bu rgh 's  
p o p u la tio n . The work undertaken a t w e lls  in  the G re y fr ia rs ,  Wyndhead 
and Deanside d is t r i c t s  in  157512 and an upsurge in  the number o f
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p ro p e rty  tra n s a c tio n s  in  the area o f S tockw e ll and Mutland c r o f t  a t
13around the same tim e in d ic a te  th a t the burgh was beg inn ing to  expand 
beyond the con fines  o f the o ld  b u i l t - u p  area around the Cross.
S im ila r ly  an exam ination o f the p re v e n ta tiv e  measures adopted to  cope 
w ith  the plague c r is e s  o f 1574 and 1584 (and in  p a r t ic u la r  a comparison 
o f  the number o f s p e c ia l o f f i c ia l s  appointed on these occasions and 
t h e ir  d is t r ib u t io n )  shows th a t ,  as m ight be expected, the pop u la tion  
was concentra ted in  the d is t r ic t s  nearest the Cross but a lso , and more 
im p o r ta n tly , s tro n g ly  suggests th a t the re  had been a sharp r is e  in  th a t 
p o p u la tio n  du ring  the in te rv e n in g  decade.14
The most t e l l in g  evidence regard ing  the demographic trends  in  the
Glasgow area in  the la s t  q ua rte r o f  the s ix te e n th  century  is  to  be
de rived  from the changes made in  the p ro v is io n s  fo r  the s p i r i t u a l
w e lfa re  o f  the in h a b ita n ts  o f  the burgh and the barony. P r io r  to  the
Reform ation the pa rish  o f Glasgow which embraced both burgh and barony
15was served by a v ic a r  in  burgo and a v ic a r  in  ru re  but from the
Reform ation u n t i l  1588 Mr David Wemyss was the so le  m in is te r  in  the
burgh w ith  a re s p o n s ib i l i ty  a lso  fo r  the e x tra  burghal t e r r i t o r y  o f  the 
16p a r is h . In  1588 i t  was found d e s ira b le  to  appo in t a second m in is te r ,
17Mr John Cowper, to  a s s is t Wemyss a t the h igh  k i r k .  Four years la te r
the  'new' or Tron k ir k  was renovated and was placed in  the charge o f the
18bu rg h 's  t h ir d  m in is te r ,  Mr John B e ll.  In  1595 a fo u r th  m in is te r ,  Mr
Alexander Rowatt, was appointed to  the burgh but in  1597 he became
respon s ib le  fo r  the landward se c tio n  o f  the pa rish  o f Glasgow, th e re a fte r
known as the Barony p a r is h , when i t  was separated from the burgh, (a
development which re c a lle d  the arrangements which had e x is te d  before
1 5 6 0 ).19 F in a lly ,  in  Ju ly  1599, the m ag is tra te s , co u n c il and deacons
o f the c r a f ts ,  a t the request o f  the bu rgh 's  th ree  m in is te rs  (Wemyss,
Cowper and B e ll)  agreed th a t the burgh i t s e l f  should be d iv id e d  in to  two
parishes  based on the high and Tron k irk s  so th a t 'th e  m in is te r is  maye
20acknawlege th a ir  awin f l o k ' .  This q u ite  sudden increase in  the 
number o f  m in is te rs  se rv ing  the p a rish  o f Glasgow and the consequentia l 
d iv is io n  o f  th a t p a rish  in to  th ree  charges, w h ile  obv ious ly  s a t is fy in g  
the a s p ira tio n s  o f  the k i r k ,  would not have been accepted by the c i v i l  
a u th o r i t ie s 21 had the re  not been a cons ide rab le  increase in  the bu rgh 's  
p o p u la tio n  which made such arrangements not ju s t  d e s ira b le  but e s s e n tia l.
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However a growing pop u la tion  could on ly  be supported com fo rtab ly  
i f  th e re  was an adeguate supply o f food. The economy, both lo c a l ly  and 
n a t io n a l ly ,  was h ig h ly  dependent on the success o f the annual harvests 
bu t inadequate husbandry, bad weather c o n d itio n s  and crop b l ig h ts  
fre q u e n tly  combined to  produce food shortages. These problems were not 
p e c u lia r  to  the pe riod  under d iscu ss io n ; ra th e r they had obta ined fo r  
many c e n tu r ie s  and th e ir  p e r io d ic  reoccurrence exp la ins  the la rg e  corpus 
o f  n a t io n a l and lo c a l le g is la t io n  which was designed to  re g u la te  the 
economy o f the co un try . Yet th is  le g is la t io n ,  which sought to  c o n tro l 
who cou ld  deal in  c e r ta in  commodities and where such produce could be 
bought and so ld , was e q u a lly  concerned w ith  uphold ing the d iv is io n s  in  
s o c ie ty  and, in  p a r t ic u la r ,  the favour shown to  the burghs and th e ir  
burgesses. I t  thus fa i le d  to  address the re a l problem, the need fo r  
a g r ic u ltu r a l improvements, and served to  make the economic s tru c tu re  o f 
the coun try  unnecessarily  in f le x ib le .  Thus i t  could be argued th a t by 
p r o h ib it in g  such p ra c tic e s  as engrossing and re g ra tin g  both Parliam ent 
and the burghs in a d v e r te n tly  created a s itu a t io n  which exacerbated the 
very d i f f i c u l t i e s  which they sought to  avo id , fo r  they thus prevented 
the  b u ild  up o f food reserves and hindered the tra n s fe r  o f such 
su p p lie s  to  areas o f need when re q u ire d , t ra n s fe rs  which were made a l l  
the  le ss  easy because o f the p le th o ra  o f  lo c a l t o l l s  which could be 
le v ie d  on produce. In  e f fe c t  the re  was no n a tio n a l economy as such but 
ra th e r  a s e r ie s  o f re g io n a l economies which through use and wont were 
regarded as separate and independent o f  each o the r but which in  years o f 
crop f a i lu r e  were shown to  be anyth ing  but s e l f - s u f f i c ie n t .  U n t i l  such 
tim e as tra d in g  re s t r ic t io n s  were re laxed  and a g r ic u ltu r a l improvements 
were e ffe c te d  lo c a l and n a tio n a l food shortages would continue to  occur 
from tim e to  tim e .
Each reg ion  then was over-dependent on the performance o f  i t s  
lo c a l ha rvest and i f  i t  fa i le d  the burghs in  p a r t ic u la r  could f in d  
themselves in  a very vu lne rab le  p o s it io n  as they s tru g g le d  to  ensure 
adequate food supp lies  fo r  th e ir  in h a b ita n ts  w h ile  s im u ltaneous ly  
seeking to  fend o f f  the in f lu x  o f poor and hungry from the deprived 
r u r a l d i s t r i c t s .  Help from ou ts ide  was hindered by the p re v a ilin g  
m arketing re g u la tio n s  and would not in  any case be a v a ila b le  i f  the 
crop fa i lu r e  was widespread and sus ta ined . M atte rs would be fu r th e r
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exacerbated i f  the famine was accompanied by plague, the th re a t o f 
which would severe ly  d is ru p t tra d in g  a c t iv i t ie s  throughout the areas 
a ffe c te d . Such was the com bination o f  fa c to rs  which arose in  the 
m id-1580s, and fo r  the remainder o f  the cen tu ry  a succession o f  harvest 
fa i lu re s  and epidemics were to  produce a susta ined pe riod  o f economic 
and s o c ia l d is lo c a tio n  throughout the coun try . Glasgow d id  not escape 
these ravages; how then d id  the a u th o r it ie s  cope?
An exam ination o f the s ta tu te s  issued by the m ag is tra tes  and
c o u n c il o f  Glasgow during  the 1570s and 1580s shows th a t the re g u la t io n
o f  m arketing p ra c tic e  was one o f the c h ie f  preoccupations o f the 
22a u th o r i t ie s .  Burgh le g is la t io n  governed when and where produce was 
to  be s o ld , how i t  was to  be presented to  the market and who was 
p e rm itte d  to  buy and s e l l ,  but these acts  were designed as much to  
p ro te c t the  vested in te re s ts  o f the burgesses from the com pe titio n  o f 
un free  tra d e rs  as to  safeguard the community as a whole from the 
a c t iv i t i e s  o f  p ro f ite e rs  such as fo re s ta l le r s  and re g ra te rs . The 
r e s u lt  was a system o f c o n tro ls  which i f  no d i f fe r e n t  from those being 
enforced in  o the r burghs was nonetheless o b s tru c tiv e  to  growth and too 
in f le x ib le  to  cope adequately w ith  a major c r is is .  Yet a lthough the 
a u th o r i t ie s  in  Glasgow lacked a p o s it iv e  economic s tra te g y  w ith  which to  
respond to  the succession o f bad harvests  which marked the 1580s and 
1590s they would nonetheless appear to  have taken s ig n if ic a n t  steps 
through th e ir  p r ic in g  p o lic ie s  to  s h ie ld  the community from the f u l l  
e f fe c ts  o f  these c r is e s .
The p r ic e s  o f  a le , bread, ta llo w  and candles were se t each 
Michaelmas by the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il o f  Glasgow. Examination o f 
the  data which are a v a ila b le  in d ic a te s  th a t p r ic e s  increased s l ig h t ly  
d u rin g  the 1570s but th a t ,  in  common w ith  the re s t o f  Sco tland, they 
then rose app rec iab ly  du ring  the la s t  two decades o f the s ix te e n th  
ce n tu ry . However, such evidence as the re  is  regard ing  the re la t io n s h ip  
between the wholesale costs  o f  b a rle y  and wheat and the r e t a i l  p r ic e s  
se t by the a u th o r it ie s  fo r  a le  and bread s tro n g ly  suggests th a t the 
f u l l  e x te n t o f  the re a l increases in  the cost o f  these basic 
consumables was not passed on to  the consumer. The v a l id i t y  o f  th is  
conc lus ion  is  undermined by the fa c t th a t  the data regard ing  the costs  
o f  b a rle y  and wheat have to  be drawn from othe.r burghs and thus make no
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allowance fo r  re g io n a l v a r ia t io n s ,  and the same c r i t ic is m  may be
ap p lie d  to  a s t ra ig h t  comparison o f p r ic e  increases in  Glasgow w ith
those which occurred in  o the r areas. Yet i t  is  no tab le  th a t the re s u lt
is  the same: i t  would appear th a t p r ic e s  in  Glasgow d id  not r is e  so
s te e p ly  as elsewhere. Of p a r t ic u la r  in te re s t  is  the re la t io n s h ip
between the cost o f  ta llo w , the on ly  raw m a te r ia l which was assessed in
Glasgow, and the r e t a i l  p r ic e s  se t fo r  candles, in  the manufacture o f
which ta llo w  was used. Tallow  a lso  served as a fo o d s tu f f  and in  years
o f  s c a rc ity  i t  m ight be expected th a t i t s  use as fu e l m ight be
discouraged. This is  indeed what happened,for the assessments made by
the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il o f Glasgow show th a t whereas in  the e a r ly
1570s the p r ic e  o f  candles was se t a t a lower ra te  than th a t o f  ta llo w
th is  s itu a t io n  was soon reversed and by 1600 the cost o f  a stone o f
candles was s ig n i f ic a n t ly  h igher than the p r ic e  which was au tho rised
23fo r  an e q u iva le n t weight o f  ta llo w .
The a v a ila b le  evidence in d ic a te s  then th a t the m ag is tra tes  and 
c o u n c il took g rea t pains to  ensure th a t the p r ic e s  o f basic consumables 
remained w ith in  the purchasing power o f  the bu rgh 's  in h a b ita n ts .
C le a r ly  they d id  th is  because they were aware o f  t h e ir  s o c ia l 
r e s p o n s ib i l i t ie s .  Yet th e ir  a c tio n s  were m otivated by another 
c o n s id e ra tio n , an earnest des ire  to  avoid u n re s t. Thus, a lthough much 
o f  the n a tio n a l and lo c a l economic le g is la t io n  o f th is  pe riod  was 
designed to  p ro te c t vested in te re s ts  and uphold e x is t in g  s o c ia l 
d iv is io n s ,  the a u th o r it ie s  in  Glasgow ( l ik e  th e ir  coun te rpa rts  
e lsewhere) re a lis e d  on ly too w e ll th a t in  t im e s o f re a l s c a rc ity  no th ing  
m ight be more d is ru p tiv e  to  the e q u ilib r iu m  o f s o c ie ty  than the 
ex is ten ce  in  the burgh o f a la rg e  con tin gen t o f  hungry and d iscon ten ted  
poor. However the maintenance o f reasonable r e t a i l  p r ic e s  could on ly  
be achieved a t the cost o f  a l ie n a tin g  those craftsm en and tra d e rs  who 
d e a lt  in  the products which were su b je c t to  assessment. I r re s p e c t iv e  
o f  the o u tla y  in vo lve d  the burgh had to  be kept supp lied  w ith  food bu t, 
as the consumer was to  be p ro te c te d ,th e  p ro v is io n e rs  had to  absorb the 
d if fe re n c e  between the re a l market cos t o f  o b ta in in g  supp lies  o f g ra in , 
liv e s to c k  and carcasses and the maximum r e t a i l  p r ic e s  which they were 
p e rm itte d  to  charge fo r  the a le , bread, ta llo w  and candles produced 
from those raw m a te r ia ls . The 1580s and 1590s must have been
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p a r t ic u la r ly  d i f f i c u l t  years fo r  the maltmen, mealmen, b a x te rs , brewers 
and f le s h e rs  in  the burgh and the re  can be l i t t l e  doubt th a t the 
c o u n c il 's  p r ic in g  p o lic ie s  c o n tr ib u te d  to  the growing d isco n te n t among 
the craftsm en which can be detected in  the c lo s in g  years o f the
r\ t.
s ix te e n th  cen tu ry , a to p ic  which w i l l  be re tu rned  to  s h o r t ly .
The combined e ffe c ts  o f  food shortages and a s e r ie s  o f coinage 
25d e p re c ia tio n s  ensured th a t the c o u n c il 's  p r ic in g  p o lic ie s  could be 
on ly  p a r t ly  successfu l in  s h ie ld in g  the bu rgh 's  in h a b ita n ts  from the 
harsh economic r e a l i t ie s  o f the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry . As the cost o f 
l i v in g  rose the number o f poor in  the burgh increased and to  these were 
added many who had l e f t  the impoverished ru ra l areas in  the hope o f 
o b ta in in g  ass is tance , i f  not casual employment, in  the burgh. Quite 
a pa rt from any s o c ia l c o n s id e ra tio n s , these phenomena would present the 
a u th o r i t ie s  w ith  a se rious  law and order problem i f  they were not d e a lt 
w ith  p ro p e rly . Indeed the need to  avoid un rest goes some way to  
e x p la in in g  the reasoning behind the poor laws o f  th is  pe riod  which 
deemed a l l  ab le -bod ied  poor to  be 'm a is te r fu l id le  beggars' and d e a lt 
h a rsh ly  w ith  such in d iv id u a ls .  E q ua lly , l im ite d  resources necess ita ted  
s t r i c t ,  ru le s  which requ ired  the poor to  seek support from th e ir  pa rish  
o f  b i r t h  or longest res idence, and such c re d e n tia ls  were not always easy 
to  e s ta b lis h  in  a pe riod  o f extens ive  s o c ia l upheaval. Assistance was 
on ly  to  be made a v a ila b le  to  the aged and in f irm  who could prove 
themselves to  be long -s ta nd in g  members o f  the lo c a l community. These 
measures,and in  p a r t ic u la r  the fa i lu r e  to  app rec ia te  th a t ab le -bod ied  
in d iv id u a ls  could be genuine ly in  need through want o f  employment, can 
be e a s ily  c r i t ic is e d ,  though they were common to  the coun try  as a whole 
and were based on assumptions and a t t i tu d e s  which would not be 
s u b s ta n t ia l ly  m od ified  u n t i l  the tw e n tie th  cen tu ry  and the advent o f 
the w e lfa re  s ta te .
However the a u th o r it ie s  in  Glasgow may be ju s t ly  censured fo r
1575 ojscJ
f a i l in g  to  implement the p ro v is io n s  o f -an- acts o f  Parliam ent 0^1579  
which p e rm itted  the le v y in g  o f a compulsory poor ra te , a device which 
m ight have ensured adequate ass is tance a t le a s t fo r  those who were 
c lassed as the le g it im a te  poor but which was eschewed out o f  a re luc tance  
on the p a rt o f  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il to  a lie n a te  th e ir  burgess 
peers who would have had to  have borne such a ta x a t io n . A d d it io n a lly ,
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although th a t ac t placed r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  fo r  poor law a d m in is tra tio n  in  
the burghs in  the hands o f the c i v i l  a u th o r it ie s ,  i t  is  c le a r from the 
s u rv iv in g  evidence th a t in  Glasgow these m atters were d e a lt w ith  by the 
k i r k  sess ion . In  the absence o f a compulsory poor ra te  v o lu n ta ry  
c o n tr ib u t io n s  were c o lle c te d  by the deacons and the upsurge in  the 
number o f  poor necess ita ted  the is s u in g  o f begging lice n ce s  to  those 
le g it im a te  poor who could not be supported through the alms taken up 
by the k i r k 's  o f f ic e r s .  The s tra in s  placed upon these inadequate 
p ro v is io n s  are w e ll i l lu s t r a te d  by the fa c t th a t between 1586 and 1588 
more than twenty s ta tu te s  were issued by the k ir k  session as i t  s tro ve  
to  deal w ith  the e v e r- in c re a s in g  number o f poor in  the burgh. A l l  th is  
is  not to  say th a t the c i v i l  a u th o r it ie s  played no p a rt in  these 
a f f a i r s ,  fo r  the power to  remove n on -res iden t poor and punish vagabonds 
was vested w ith  the b a i l ie s  to  whom the session fre q u e n tly  turned fo r  
a s s is ta n c e ,w h ile  the c o u n c il 's  accounts show th a t common good funds 
cou ld  o c c a s io n a lly  be app lied  towards the r e l i e f  o f  c e r ta in  in d iv id u a ls  
who m ight not o therw ise have rece ived alms. The m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il 
a lso  adm in is te red two o f the th ree  h o s p ita ls  in  the burgh, but the 
sm a ll number o f beds a v a ila b le  to  the aged and in f irm  a t these 
in s t i t u t io n s  (and a t the th ir d  h o s p ita l, which was governed by the k ir k )  
must have been q u ite  inadequate to  cope w ith  the demands o f th is  p e rio d . 
Nonetheless the o v e ra ll im pression is  th a t the c i v i l  a u th o r it ie s  were 
con ten t to  a llow  the k ir k  to  shoulder most o f  the work associa ted w ith  
the r e l i e f  o f  the poor in  the burgh, a de lega tion  o f a u th o r ity  which 
verged on an abroga tion  o f r e s p o n s ib i l i t y .  Yet fo r  a l l  the shortcom ings 
which are ev iden t in  the way th a t r e l i e f  was adm in istered in  Glasgow a t 
t h is  tim e ( in  p a r t ic u la r  the a u th o r i t ie s ' f a i lu r e  to  in trodu ce  a 
compulsory poor ra te )  the system would appear to  have worked; fo r ,  
a lthough i t  must have produced many cases o f  acute hardsh ip , food r io t s  
and s im ila r  d is tu rbances were avoided. In  the la s t  a n a ly s is , however, 
the alms d is tr ib u te d  to  the poor by the deacons o f the k ir k  may have 
been o f  le ss  im port in  o b v ia tin g  d is a s te r  than the m ag is tra tes  and 
c o u n c il 's  de te rm ina tion  to  hold down r e t a i l  p r ic e s  du ring  the c r i t i c a l
9years o f  the 1580s and 1590s.
In  a d d it io n  to  having to  cope w ith  food shortages, r is in g  p r ic e s  
and an increase in  the number o f poor seeking ass is tance in  the burgh,
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the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il o f Glasgow had to  take measures to  deal
w ith  the th re a t o f  plague in  the m id-1580s. Ten years p re v io u s ly , in
the autumn o f  1574, the a u th o r it ie s  had been faced w ith  a s im ila r
problem and had issued a se t o f  emergency s ta tu te s , supported by severe
p e n a lt ie s ,  which p ro h ib ite d  a l l  commerce w ith  in fe c te d  areas o f  the
coun try  and re s t r ic te d  the movement o f  goods and persons to  and from
the burgh. The comprehensiveness o f these acts  in d ic a te s  th a t the town
c o u n c il was w e ll p ra c tis e d  in  fac ing  these d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  a fa c t  which
was h a rd ly  s u rp r is in g  s ince the coun try  had been sub jected to  p e r io d ic
n a tio n a l or lo c a lis e d  outbreaks o f p e s tile n c e  since the m id -fo u rte e n th
ce n tu ry . In fe c t io n  would appear to  have been la rg e ly  averted in  1574
but the epidemic o f the 1580s, which s ta r te d  in  F ife  in  1584 and then
spread westwards, was less  e a s ily  con ta ined . Despite is s u in g  emergency
s ta tu te s  in  September and October 1584, s im ila r  to  those which had
been enacted in  1574, the a u th o r it ie s  fa i le d  to  prevent the plague
reach ing  the burgh and by September 1585 a quaran tine  area had been
e s ta b lish e d  fo r  in fe c te d  persons on p a rt o f  the commons. I t  is  l i k e ly
th a t  the disease was brought to  the burgh by the la rg e  number o f people
who were m ig ra tin g  to  the town a t th is  tim e on account o f  the dea rth ;
fo r  a lthough steps were taken to  c o n tro l e n try  a t the p o r ts , Glasgow
was not a w a lled burgh and consequently unauthorised access,
27p a r t ic u la r ly  a t n ig h t,  must have been r e la t iv e ly  easy.
The d isease, once i t  had taken hold w ith in  the burgh, would spread
ra p id ly  in  the u nsa n ita ry  and overcrowded c o n d itio n s  which then
p re v a ile d . Yet the l i t t l e  th a t is  known about the demographic trends
in  Glasgow a t th is  tim e would suggest th a t the popu la tion  was not
s e r io u s ly  dep le ted ; thus i t  w i l l  be re c a lle d  th a t i t  was in  1588, w h ile
a n ti-p la g u e  measures were s t i l l  being issued by the a u th o r i t ie s ,  th a t
28i t  was deemed necessary to  appo in t a second m in is te r  to  the town. 
Consequently the evidence suggests th a t ,  no tw ith s ta n d in g  the a r r iv a l  o f 
the  plague in  the burgh, the c o u n c il 's  rud im entary p u b lic  h ea lth  
measures succeeded in  p reven ting  a ca tas trophe .
To summarize, the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il o f  Glasgow would appear 
to  have coped reasonably w e ll in  the face o f the severe economic and 
s o c ia l d is lo c a tio n  occasioned by the fam ines, in f la t io n  and p e s tile n c e  
which marked the 1580s and 1590s. The success o f  the burgh a u th o r it ie s
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was a l l  the more remarkable because they had been s im u ltaneously  
sub jec ted  to  a v a r ie ty  o f  p o l i t i c a l  pressures which a t one p o in t 
th rea tened  to  have a se riou s  impact on the a d m in is tra t io n 's  a b i l i t y  to  
fu n c t io n  a t a l l  and which continued to  undermine the s t a b i l i t y  o f burgh 
government u n t i l  the f i r s t  decade o f the seventeenth cen tu ry .
A ro o t cause o f these d i f f i c u l t i e s  was the fa c t th a t the
c o n s t itu t io n a l framework w ith in  which the burgh a d m in is tra tio n
operated had been s e r io u s ly  damaged a t the Reform ation. The burgh o f
Glasgow, s ince i t s  estab lishm ent in  the la te  tw e lf th  cen tu ry , had been
a dependency o f the bishops and la te r  the archbishops o f Glasgow whose
r ig h ts  as su p e rio rs  were evidenced in  th e ir  a u th o r ity  to  appo in t the
tow n 's  m a g is tra te s . Although these powers were undermined by the
a b i l i t y  o f  pow erfu l lo c a l magnates to  in flu e n c e  appointments to  the
p ro v o s ts h ip , and w ith  respect to  the b a il ie s h ip s  were d i r e c t ly
cha llenged by the leaders o f the burgh community in  1554, they remained
29s u b s ta n t ia l ly  in ta c t  a t the eve o f the Reform ation. However the 
f l i g h t  o f  archbishop Beaton in  1560 and h is  subsequent fo r fe i tu r e  in  
1570 so damaged the powers o f the archbishops o f Glasgow as supe rio rs  
o f  the burgh th a t m atters would never be q u ite  the same aga in.
During the 1560s the a rchb ishop 's  ro le  w ith  respect to  the burgh 
was almost c e r ta in ly  assumed by the crown as u lt im a te  s u p e rio r, a c tin g  in  
conce rt w ith  the dukes o f C h a te lh e ra u lt and Lennox, success ive ly  
b a i l ie s  o f the r e g a l i t y .  However in  the i n i t i a l  confusion fo llo w in g  on 
the Reform ation and Beaton's departu re  the burgh may have enjoyed some 
degree o f se lf-governm ent and c e r ta in ly  i t  is  known th a t in  1561 the 
p rovos t and c o u n c il,  in  the absence o f the archbishop, e lec te d  the 
b a i l ie s  them se lves.30 Although th is  in te r lu d e  was probably o f  sh o rt 
d u ra tio n  the community would in  years to  come be able to  look back on 
th is  pe rio d  and seek to  achieve a more permanent fu lf i lm e n t  o f  i t s  
a s p ira tio n s  to  c o n tro l d i r e c t ly  how i t  was governed. Indeed, in  one 
im p o rtan t respec t, the Reform ation brought about a s u b tle  but 
im po rtan t advance in  th a t d ire c t io n .  C e n tra l to  the a d m in is tra tio n  was 
the  burgh co u rt which throughout i t s  h is to ry  had had a dual ro le ,  on 
the  one hand a c tin g  as a c o u rt o f  the su p e rio r being presided over by 
m a g is tra te s  who were appointees o f the
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archb ishops, ye t on the o the r hand fu n c tio n in g  as the lo c a l co u rt o f
the  crown. So long as the archb ishops ' powers and s ta tu s  as supe rio rs
o f  the  burgh remained in ta c t ,  the fa c t  th a t they a lso  were a c tin g  under
powers delegated to  them by the crown was o f  l i t t l e  re a l im portance and
the burgh co u rt func tione d  p r im a r ily  as one o f th e ir  c o u rts ; thus,
whereas the co u rts  in  ro y a l burghs were supervised by the k in g 's
cham berla in , i t  would appear th a t the burgh co u rt o f  Glasgow was su b jec t
to  some c o n tro l,  p o s s ib ly  extending to  an a p p e lla te  ju r is d ic t io n ,
exerc ised  by the a rchb ish o p 's  o f f i c a l  who presided over the d iocese 's
c o n s is to ry  c o u r t.  However the o f f i c i a l ' s  powers were removed a t the
Reform ation w ith  the re s u lt  th a t the burgh co u rt could enjoy a g re a te r
degree o f  independence and a more c le a r ly  de fined  ro le  as a crown c o u rt.
Thus i t  w i l l  be re c a lle d  th a t in  1581 the b a i l ie s  a t a hearing in to  an
a ssa u lt on one o f  t h e ir  o f f ic e r s  dec la red th a t the accused was to
confess h is  fa u l t  fo r  'h is  o ffence  done to  the K ing is  M a ies tie  in  th a ir
persoun and as h is  Jugeis and m a g is t r a t is ' .  A lthough by th a t tim e
the a rchb ishops ' a u th o r ity  as su p e rio rs  had been o s te n s ib ly  res to red
no re fe rence  was made e ith e r  here or elsewhere to  the b a il ie s ' p o s it io n
31as o f f ic e r s  o f the s u p e rio r .
Glasgow's s tra te g ic  im portance in  the west (which was emphasized 
by the events which cu lm inated in  the b a t t le  o f  Langside in  May 1568 
and by the Marian re b e ls ' se izu re  o f Dumbarton c a s t le  du ring  the 
subsequent c i v i l  war) probably persuaded the government th a t the burgh 
should remain under c lose  crown su p e rv is io n , no tw ith s ta n d in g  the 
s e ttle m e n t o f  1572 which confirm ed the c o n tin u a tio n  o f episcopacy and 
thereby necess ita ted  the appointment o f  a successor to  Beaton a t Glasgow 
who would resume the r ig h ts  o f  the bu rgh 's  immediate s u p e rio r . The 
regen t Morton succeeded in  m a in ta in in g  c o n tro l in  Glasgow by, f i r s t l y ,  
re p la c in g  p rovost S ir  John Stewart o f  M into (who had served in  th is  
ca p a c ity  s ince the mid-1560s but whose patron  Matthew e a r l o f  Lennox 
had been k i l le d  in  1571) w ith  h is  own protege Robert Lord Boyd in  
October 1573 and, secondly, by securing  the appointment o f  Boyd's
32nephew, James Boyd o f Trochrague, to  the see in  the fo llo w in g  month.
The burgh m inutes which record Lord Boyd's reappointm ent to  the 
p rovos tsh ip  in  1574, 1575 and 1576 and the nom ination o f  h is  assoc ia te  
Thomas Crawford o f  J o rd a n h il l to  th is  post in  1577 make i t  c le a r  th a t
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archbishop Boyd merely endorsed these appointments and was s u p e rio r in
33name o n ly . In  e f fe c t  the bu rgh 's  governance was managed by Lord Boyd 
on b e h a lf o f  the regent Morton and a lthough the re  are in d ic a t io n s  th a t 
the archbishop attem pted to  r e s is t  h is  u n c le 's  endeavours to
a p p ro p ria te  the tem poral possessions o f the see, he remained r e la t iv e ly
34pow erless. None o f  th is  was lo s t  on the burgess community which
s t i l l  asp ired  to  a g re a te r say in  the running o f the burgh and the
records show th a t Lord Boyd was prepared to  c a p ita lis e  on th is
d is c o n te n t, though not to  the e x ten t o f a llo w in g  the s u p e r io r 's
a u th o r ity  to  be com ple te ly  undermined. Consequently, a lthough the
a rch b ish o p 's  r ig h t  to  chose the b a i l ie s  from a le e t  presented by the
c o u n c il was u s u a lly  observed, Boyd supported the c o u n c il when in  1576,
fo llo w in g  a d ispu te  w ith  the su p e rio r regard ing  the com position o f the
le e t ,  i t  proceeded to  appo in t the b a i l ie s  i t s e l f  w ith o u t re fe rence to  
35the archb ishop.
A temporary weakening o f  M orton 's  hold over the government o f  the 
kingdom in  1578 p re c ip ita te d  the demise o f  Lord Boyd's in flu e n c e  in  
Glasgow and the re tu rn  to  power o f  the Lennox in te re s t  which had 
dominated burgh a f fa i r s  du rin g  the 1560s and e a r ly  1570s. However 
archbishop Boyd remained and he would appear to  have found in  the new 
provost, Robert e a r l o f Lennox, a more sym pathetic  a l ly  who was prepared 
to  support the a u th o r ity  o f  the s u p e r io r , a t le a s t in  h is  dea lings  w ith  
the community, i f  on ly  because the government was becoming in c re a s in g ly  
anxious to  p ro te c t episcopacy in  the face o f the r is in g  t id e  o f 
p re sb y te ria n ism . Thus, a lthough the su p e rio r had no say in  e a r l 
R o b e rt's  appointment to  the p rovos tsh ip  in  e ith e r  1578 or 1579, the 
archbishop was able to  chose the b a i l ie s  as he saw f i t  and in s is t  on 
the c o u n c il re-engaging the se rv ice s  o f an o f f ic e r  whom i t  had 
p re v io u s ly  dism issed fo r  m a la d m in is tra tio n .36
However the advent o f  e a r l Robert p rov ides the f i r s t  c le a r  evidence 
o f  fa c tio n a lis m  w ith in  the group o f  le ad ing  burgesses which adm in is te red 
the burgh. P o l i t ic a l  d iv is io n s  must have e x is te d  b e fo re , a lthough i t  
is  noteworthy th a t ,  so fa r  as can be judged from the a v a ila b le  evidence, 
the  tra n s fe r  o f  power from Stew art o f  M into to  Boyd in  1573 was not 
accompanied by a h igh tu rn ove r in  the com position o f  the ru l in g  e l i t e . 37 
At any ra te  in  1578 e a r l Robert presided over the removal o f  more than
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h a l f  o f  the e x is t in g  c o u n c il and replaced them w ith  new men, some o f 
whom may have been assoc ia tes  o f M in to . He d id  however ensure th a t
many o f those d isp laced  in  1578 re tu rned  to  the c o u n c il in  1579.38
The next p rovos t, Esme e a r l o f  Lennox, d id  not act so re sp o n s ib ly .
At Michaelmas 1580 b a i l ie s  and c o u n c il lo rs  were appointed who were
e v id e n tly  not to  h is  l ik in g  fo r  w ith in  a fo r tn ig h t  a second se t o f 
e le c tio n s  was conducted w ith  the re s u lt  th a t a l l  th ree  b a i l ie s  and ten 
o f  the c o u n c il lo rs  lo s t  o f f ic e .  Just as remarkable was the removal o f 
the  common c le rk ,  Mr Henry Gibson, who had surv ived  the c r is e s  o f 1573 
and 1578. He was replaced by A rch iba ld  Hegate who entered o f f ic e  a t 
Whitsun 1581 not by due process o f e le c t io n  a t the Whitsun co u rt but by 
v ir tu e  o f  the e a r l 's  d ire c t  nom ination. The new provost was the k in g 's  
fa v o u r ite  and was c le a r ly  determined to  e s ta b lis h  an a d m in is tra tio n  in  
Glasgow which would support or a t the very le a s t acquiesce in  h is  
p o l ic ie s  which in c lud ed , in te r  a l i a , the f in a l  overthrow o f Morton 
(e ffe c te d  in  June 1581) and v igorous support fo r  the ep iscopa l mode o f 
church government as a bulwark aga ins t the p resby te rian s  whom the crown 
regarded as a th re a t to  the e x is t in g  e c c le s ia s t ic a l and c i v i l  p o l i t y .  
However Lennox's hand ling  o f a f fa i r s  o f  s ta te  lacked fin e sse . This was 
made m an ifes t in  August 1581 when the crown, w ith o u t c o n s u ltin g  the 
church, appointed Mr Robert Montgomery to  the see o f Glasgow in  
succession to  James Boyd who had died two months p re v io u s ly . The 
manner o f  th is  appointment (which was regarded w ith  deep susp ic io n  by 
those who detected a s im on iaca l pact between Lennox and Montgomery) and 
the cha rac te r o f  the appointee were such as to  ensure v io le n t  
o p p o s itio n  to  the new archbishop a t both the lo c a l and the n a tio n a l 
le v e l,  and made in e v ita b le  a c o n fro n ta tio n  between the crown and the 
General Assembly which could have been avoided through more s k i l f u l  
management. With respect to  the burgh o f Glasgow's c o n s t itu t io n ,  
Montgomery's fa i lu r e  to  o b ta in  consecra tion  to  the see, h is  subsequent 
excommunication and even tua l ro le  as a mere c ip he r in  the com plicated 
power s tru g g le s  which ensued re s u lte d  in  a cons iderab le  d im in u tio n , 
a lm ost to  the p o in t o f  e x t in c t io n ,  o f  the archb ishops' a u th o r ity  as 
immediate su p e rio rs  o f  the burgh. The power vacuum thereby created was 
f i l l e d  by the crown as u lt im a te  su p e rio r o r , to  be more p re c ise , by 
whichever fa c tio n  a t c o u rt happened to  be uppermost. In  such an
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atmosphere as th is  i t  is  not s u rp r is in g  th a t ,  desp ite  archbishop
Montgomery's d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  the burgh community was unable to  fu r th e r
i t s  am b ition  o f ga in ing  c o n tro l over the appointment o f  the b a i l ie s ;
f o r ,  s ince  the see o f Glasgow was a t the cen tre  o f the events
which provoked the p o l i t i c a l  c r is e s  o f the e a r ly  1580s, the va rious
c o u rt fa c tio n s  which ru le d  the kingdom during  these years were
e s p e c ia lly  anxious to  m a in ta in  a t ig h t  re in  on the burgh 's
a d m in is tra tio n . Furtherm ore, Lennox's purge o f the m agistracy and
c o u n c il in  October 1580 e f fe c t iv e ly  s p l i t  the ru lin g  o lig a rc h y  which
would have spearheaded any attem pt to  w rest from the su p e rio r such
concessions as the community sought. However he thereby u n w it t in g ly
crea ted  an o p p o s itio n  group o f former b a i l ie s  and c o u n c il lo rs  which
was drawn to  the p re s b y te r ia n  cause. This group, which came to  be led
by p rovost S ir  Matthew S tewart o f M in to , a form er associa te  o f Lennox,
swept to  power in  Glasgow in  the wake o f the Ruthven lo rd s ' coup o f
August 1582. A fu r th e r  and even more comprehensive purge o f the burgh
a d m in is tra tio n  fo llow ed  and i t  was on ly  a f te r  the f a l l  o f  the Ruthven
lo rd s  and the fo rm ation  o f A rra n 's  government th a t an element o f
39s t a b i l i t y  re tu rned  to  Glasgow's governance.
Thus in  the years 1578-83 burgh p o l i t ic s  were marked by a 
fa c tio n a lis m  which tended to  r e f le c t  d iv is io n s  a t c o u r t, and th is  was 
p a r t ic u la r ly  ev iden t du ring  the p rovos tsh ips  o f Esme e a r l o f Lennox and 
S ir  Matthew Stewart o f  M in to . Opposing groups were formed which e ith e r  
genu ine ly  espoused or used fo r  th e ir  own ends the o b je c tiv e s  o f the 
c o n f l ic t in g  in te re s ts  w ith in  the church. The s p l i t  was e s s e n t ia lly  
one w ith in  the ru l in g  P ro te s ta n t e l i t e .  So what ro le ,  i f  any, d id  
C a th o lic ism  and supporte rs  o f the o ld  fa i t h  p lay  in  these events?
Lennox was regarded as a C a th o lic  by h is  p re sb y te ria n  opponents and i t  
is  no tab le  th a t some o f the men whom he in troduced  to  the a d m in is tra tio n  
o f  Glasgow in  1580-81 were o f th a t persuasion; in  p a r t ic u la r  A rch iba ld  
Hegate,the new common c le rk ,w as  a C a th o lic . Yet i t  is  in s t r u c t iv e  to  
note th a t Hegate re ta in e d  h is  o f f ic e  under the p re sb y te ria n  regime o f 
M into and was not deprived o f h is  p o s it io n  u n t i l  1588. This would 
suggest th a t Hegate's tenure  o f o f f ic e  was determ ined by h is  a b i l i t i e s  
and h is  s tand ing  in  the community and th a t h is  C a tho lic ism  (which cannot 
have gone unnoticed) was to le ra te d  so long as he was reasonably
445
d is c re e t in  h is  a c t iv i t i e s .  Thus i t  was not u n t i l  he was 
excommunicated in  1588 fo r  a s s is t in g  J e s u its  th a t he was removed from 
the c le rk s h ip . In  fa c t Hegate's op in ions  and h is  career demonstrate 
both the s u rv iv a l o f  C a tho lic ism  (a tte s te d  to  by occasiona l re fe rences 
to  o the r C a tho lics  in  the k ir k  session records o f the 1580s) but a lso  
i t s  e c lip s e  as a p o l i t i c a l  fo rce  to  be reckoned w ith , a phenomenon which 
can be a t t r ib u te d  to  the de fea t o f  the Marians in  the c i v i l  war o f 
1571-73. W ith the excep tion  o f the sh o rt pe riod  du ring  which Esme e a r l 
o f  Lennox c o n tro lle d  the bu rgh ,C a tho lic ism  was o f no p o l i t i c a l  account 
and even in  those years the p a rt i t  played in  burgh a f fa i r s  was 
n e g l ig ib le .40
Return ing to  the a fte rm ath  o f the f a l l  o f  the Ruthven
a d m in is tra tio n , under A rra n 's  government f i r s t  John e a r l o f Montrose
(1583-84) and then S ir  W illia m  L iv in g s to n e  o f K i ls y th  (1584-86) were
appoin ted to  the p rovos tsh ip  o f the burgh. During th e ir  years in
o f f ic e  i t  is  p o ss ib le  to  de tec t a conscious e f fo r t  being made to
re s to re  a balanced a d m in is tra tio n  com pris ing moderates o f the Lennox
and p re sb y te ria n  fa c tio n s  and men o f the m iddle ground who had espoused
n e ith e r  cause.41 I t  is  a lso  ev iden t th a t p rovosts Montrose and
L iv in g s to n e  se t about t r y in g  to  remedy some o f the a d m in is tra tiv e
shortcom ings which had a rise n  du ring  the e a r ly  1580s; fo r ,  as m ight be
expected, the Montgomery c r is is  and the outbreak o f fa c tio n a lis m  w ith in
the r u l in g  o lig a rc h y  had a d e le te r io u s  e f fe c t  on the q u a li ty  o f  the
a d m in is tra tio n  dispensed by the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il in  the e a r ly
1580s. Burgh government d id  not break down but i t  was e v id e n tly  placed
under a cons ide rab le  s t r a in .  Close exam ination o f the evidence revea ls
se ve ra l in d ic a t io n s  o f th is  phenomenon. Thus a genera l unease in
burgh s o c ie ty  may account fo r  the o therw ise in e x p lic a b le  sharp
re d u c tio n  in  the number o f people w i l l in g  to  pay admission f in e s  to
become burgesses in  the e a r ly  1580s, a circum stance which reduced the
A2monies accru ing  to  the common good. Lax governance probably exp la ins
the  unusua lly  h igh number o f encroachments on the commons which had to
A3be repo rted  to  the Whitsun co u rt o f  1583; i t  p robably a lso  necess ita ted  
the  d e c is io n  taken by the L iv in g s to n e  a d m in is tra tio n  in  October 1584 to  
double the le v e l o f  the m inor amercements le v ie d  on those who disobeyed 
the  burgh s ta tu te s .44 W hile the disappearance o f the accounts fo r
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1579-80 and 1580-81 may be c o in c id e n ta l i t  is  s ig n if ic a n t  th a t the 
a u d it in g  o f those fo r  1581-82 and 1582-83 was delayed fo r  a considerab le  
tim e ; th a t delays o f th is  na ture  would appear to  have been caused by 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  in  spending funds, a s itu a t io n  which would a r is e  when the 
a t te n t io n  o f the a u th o r i t ie s  was d iv e rte d  from p u b lic  spending; and 
th a t  both se ts  o f  accounts were f in a l ly  processed in  August 1584, 
towards the c lose  o f M ontrose 's term as p ro v o s t.45 By way o f comparison 
the accounts fo r  the f in a n c ia l years 1583-84 and 1584-85 were aud ited  
p rom p tly , w h ile  o the r f is c a l  m atters were a lso  put on a sounder fo o tin g  
du rin g  the p rovos tsh ips  o f Montrose and L iv in g s to n e : thus , a rre a rs  in
s a la r ie s ,  the o r ig in  o f which can be traced  to  the e a r ly  1580s, were 
pa id  o f f ,  as was the loan which the a u th o r it ie s  had taken out in  1576 
to  compensate th e ir  tacksman o f the town m i l l . 46
The re s to ra t io n  o f p o l i t i c a l  and a d m in is tra tiv e  s t a b i l i t y  achieved
by Montrose and L iv in g s to n e  enabled the a u th o r it ie s  to  respond
e f fe c t iv e ly  to  the severe economic and s o c ia l pressures which beset the
burgh around th is  tim e , though e g u a lly  i t  can be argued th a t the th re a ts
posed by food shortages and epidemics were in  any case such as to
discourage the c o n tin u a tio n  o f fa c tio n a lis m . Thus an exam ination o f the
c o u n c ils  o f the la te  1580s in  terms o f the p o l i t i c a l  groupings which
had v ied  fo r  power a t the beg inn ing o f the decade shows th a t ,
n o tw ith s ta n d in g  the coup o f 1585 which had seen the re tu rn  o f the
banished lo rd s  sym pathetic to  p resby te rian ism  and the f a l l  o f A rran,
the  com position o f the bu rgh 's  a d m in is tra tio n  remained f a i r l y  balanced,
r e f le c t in g  a t the lo c a l le v e l the consensus which had been reached a t
47the n a tio n a l le v e l between those lo rd s , the k ir k  and the crown.
One aspect o f  the arrangement concluded between these competing 
in te re s ts  was the crow n's agreement to  lessen the power o f the 
ep iscopa te , a p o lic y  which was re in fo rc e d  by the ac t o f  annexation o f 
1587 whereby the k in g , on reaching h is  m a jo r ity ,  app rop ria ted  the 
b ishops ' te m p o ra lit ie s .  The s u p e r io r ity  o f  the burgh o f Glasgow thus 
passed from W illia m  E rsk ine , archbishop Montgomery's successor, to  the 
crown but was almost im m ediate ly th e re a f te r  conveyed to  W alter S tew art, 
commendator o f B la n ty re , who was c lose  to  the government and would 
la te r  become a prom inent se rvan t o f the crown as one o f the O ctavians. 
Throughout the p o l i t i c a l  manoeuvering o f the mid and la te  1580s the
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k ing  had succeeded in  p ro te c tin g  the in te re s ts  o f  the young Ludovic
duke o f  Lennox and in  1593 the duke obta ined f u l l  c o n tro l o f  the
te m p o ra lit ie s  o f the see o f Glasgow, in c lu d in g  the s u p e r io r ity  o f  the
burgh. For the next th re e  years W alter Stewart acted in  the burgh on
the duke 's b e h a lf but from 1596 onwards Lennox chose the m agistracy o f
the burgh and continued to  do so fo r  over a decade desp ite  the
48revoca tio n  o f archbishop Beaton 's fo r fe i tu r e  in  1598.
By these means the government was able both to  m a in ta in  i t s
in flu e n c e  in  the governance o f the burgh and p ro te c t the r ig h ts
exerc ised  by the su p e rio r ( a lb e it  a t the expense o f the archbishops)
a ga ins t any attem pts by the burgesses to  achieve a g re a te r say in  the
appointment o f  the tow n 's  m ag is tra te s . However the community's
a s p ira tio n s  in  th is  d ire c t io n ,  which had been m anifest in  the 1550s
and were s t i l l  in  evidence du ring  the 1570s, would appear to  have
la rg e ly  receded by th is  tim e. P a r t ly  th is  development was due to  the
d iv is io n s  w ith in  the ru lin g  e l i t e  which a ffe c te d  i t s  a b i l i t y  to
cha llenge  the a u th o r ity  o f the s u p e rio r ; but i t  was a lso  caused by a
growing re a lis a t io n  on the p a rt o f the leaders o f the community th a t
the crow n's g r ip  on the a d m in is tra tio n  would not slacken and, more
im p o r ta n tly , th a t th e ir  own p o s it io n  w ith in  the burgh would be enhanced
by p ro te c tin g  ra th e r than th re a te n in g  the s ta tu s  quo. The de te rm ina tion
o f successive co u rt fa c tio n s  to  c o n tro l the burgh e f fe c t iv e ly  re in fo rc e d
the p o s it io n  o f those men in  Glasgow whom the crown re lie d  upon to
prov ide  sound government and a c o n tin u a tio n  o f s t a b i l i t y .  These
in d iv id u a ls  a lready comprised an o lig a rc h y , drawn e x c lu s iv e ly  from the
ranks o f the burgesses and in  p a r t ic u la r  from amongst the w e a lth ie r
merchant burgesses. Furthermore th is  o lig a rc h y  was i t s e l f  dominated by
a s t i l l  sm a lle r group o f in d iv id u a ls .  Examination o f appointments to
se n io r posts in  the a d m in is tra tio n  du ring  the pe riod  1574-86 d isc lo se s
th a t  around e ig h ty - f iv e  men sa t on the c o u n c il or enjoyed h igh o f f ic e
in  these years but th a t w ith in  th is  c i r c le  the re  e x is te d  an in ne r group
o f about tw e n ty -fo u r men who were seldom out o f  o f f ic e ,  e ith e r  as
49c o u n c il lo rs  or as sen io r execu tive  o f f i c ia l s .  The ex is tence  o f  a 
cabal o f  lead ing  burgesses was probably no new phenomenon but one o f  the 
s a l ie n t  fea tu re s  o f the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  was the manner whereby 
the ru l in g  o lig a rc h y  as a whole was ab le , g iven the crown's d e s ire  fo r
448
f irm  and s ta b le  governance, to  co n so lid a te  i t s  p o s it io n  a t the expense 
o f  not ju s t  the township as a whole but o f the in f lu e n t ia l  burgess 
community.
The f i r s t  fe a tu re  to  be noted in  the process whereby the o lig a rc h y
strengthened i t s  a u th o r ity  was a re duc tio n  in  the o v e ra ll s ize  o f the
m agistracy and c o u n c il between c1550 and 1600, a development which
adverse ly  a ffe c te d  those burgesses on the pe riphe ry  o f the ru l in g  e l i t e
and s im u ltaneous ly  re in fo rc e d  the hold o f the inne r group. Real power
was being exerc ised by p ro g re s s iv e ly  fewer people. This tren d  was most
marked towards the beg inn ing o f the pe riod  under d iscu ss io n : thus , in
1553-54, the c o u n c il would appear to  have been about t h i r t y - f i v e  s trong
but in  1574-75 i t  numbered on ly  fou rteen  men, a reduc tio n  which was
alm ost c e r ta in ly  caused by the crown's wish th a t the a d m in is tra tio n
should be re s t r ic te d  to  a sm all group whose lo y a lty  could be re lie d
50upon du ring  the d i f f i c u l t  years which fo llow ed  the Reform ation.
Numbers f lu c tu a te d  but tended to  r is e  du ring  the pe riod  1574-86 as
successive a d m in is tra tio n s  sought e ith e r  to  increase th e ir  base o f
support by e n la rg in g  the co u n c il (a s tra te g y  adopted by Robert e a r l o f Lennox,
Esme e a r l o f  Lennox and, i n i t i a l l y ,  S ir  W illia m  L iv ing s ton e  o f K ils y th )
o r r e s t r ic t  power to  a sm a lle r group o f supporte rs  more in  keeping w ith
the t r a d i t io n a l  s ize  o f the o lig a rc h y  ( th is  apparen tly  being the
approach favoured by Lord Boyd, S ir  Matthew Stewart o f  M into and John
e a r l o f  M ontrose). Neverthe less when in  1585 numbers reached t h i r t y -
th re e  p rovost L iv in g s to n e , who had p re v io u s ly  been con ten t to  a llow  the
c o u n c il to  grow in  s iz e , p ro tes ted  th a t th is  development should not
serve as a precedent and th e re a fte r  i t  would appear th a t c o u n c il
membership became more r e s t r ic t iv e ,  numbers f a l l in g  to  around two dozen
51fo r  the remainder o f  the cen tu ry .
Of fa r  g re a te r no te , however, was the second fe a tu re  o f the process 
whereby the o lig a rc h y  gathered power to  i t s e l f :  namely, the steady
e ros ion  o f  the in flu e n c e  o f those assemblies a t which the community o f 
burgesses could p lay  an a c tiv e  p a r t .  From the p o in t o f  view o f the 
s u p e rio r and the c e n tra l core o f the o lig a rc h y  the th ree  annual head 
co u rts  convened a t Yule, Easter and Michaelmas, the Whitsun co u rt o f 
the peram bula tions, and the Summerhill and Craigmak meetings were fa r  
le s s  easy to  manage than the c o u n c il.  The Whitsun co u rt was a
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p a r t ic u la r  problem as th re e  o f the se n io r o f f i c ia l s  were appointed
th e re , seemingly through e le c t io n  by the community: namely, the c le rk ,
the  tre a s u re r and the master o f  work. Thus i t  is  s ig n if ic a n t  th a t when
Esmd e a r l o f  Lennox decided to  s treng then  h is  hold on the a d m in is tra tio n
by ap p o in tin g  a supporte r to  the key p o s it io n  o f common c le rk  he d id  so
by d ire c t  nom ination, ra th e r  than r is k  an e le c tio n  a t the Whitsun
c o u rt o f  1581; h is  fea rs  o f o p p o s itio n  may not have been unfounded
s ince  the master o f  work e lec ted  a t th a t co u rt would appear to  have
52been a member o f the o p p o s itio n . To obv ia te  such d i f f i c u l t i e s  the
a u th o r i t ie s ,  no doubt guided by the crown, e f fe c t iv e ly  began to  run
down these head co u rts  and o the r assemblages o f  the burgesses. During
the 1570s and 1580s the Summerhill conven tions, which had e v id e n tly  had
im po rtan t c o n s u lta tiv e  fu n c tio n s  as re c e n tly  as the la te  1560s, were
reduced to  being wapinschaws. The business d e a lt w ith  by the head
c o u rts  became p ro g re s s iv e ly  ro u tin e  and the c le rk s ' manner o f  m inuting
these once im portan t meetings in c re a s in g ly  p e rfu n c to ry ; by the 1620s
o n ly  the Michaelmas head co u rt su rv ive d . The Whitsun co u rt o f  the
peram bula tions was s y s te m a tic a lly  d ives te d  o f i t s  fu n c tio n s  from 1590
onwards and l ik e  the Yule and Easter head co u rts  had ceased to  e x is t  by
the  1620s. The annual Craigmak meetings which d e a lt w ith  the f a i r
were recorded f a i r l y  re g u la r ly  u n t i l  1583 but th e re a f te r  on ly
o c c a s io n a lly , and th is  co u rt would a lso  appear to  have fa l le n  in to
53desuetude du ring  the e a r ly  seventeenth cen tu ry .
Thus a lthough many o f these burgess assemblies were not f in a l ly  
disbanded u n t i l  the seventeenth century, they were a lready being phased 
out du ring  the la s t  q u a rte r o f the s ix te e n th  ce n tu ry . This phenomenon 
can be a t t r ib u te d  to  the in c re a s in g  involvem ent in  the bu rgh 's  a f fa i r s  
o f  the  government w ith  i t s  d e s ire  fo r  a p l ia n t  lo c a l a d m in is tra tio n  
unhampered by in te r fe re n c e  from the burgess community, and to  the ru lin g  
o lig a rc h y  which eagerly  embraced the crow n's p o lic y  as a means o f 
s tre n g th e n in g  i t s  own p o s it io n .
However the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il could not s im ply shut out the 
community from i t s  tim e-honoured c o n s u lta tiv e  ro le  w ith o u t o f fe r in g  the 
burgesses some sop by way o f compensation. I f  the burgess community's 
d ir e c t  involvem ent in  the governance o f the burgh was being reduced i t  
nonetheless re ta in e d  i t s  pre-em inent p lace in  burghal s o c ie ty  and could
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s t i l l  be h ig h ly  in f lu e n t ia l  on account o f  i t s  c o l le c t iv e  wealth  and i t s  
taxab le  c a p a c ity , and the more su b tle  though ha rd ly  le ss  im portan t 
a u th o r ity  i t  could b r in g  to  bear on account o f  the fa c t th a t the bu rgh 's  
a d m in is tra to rs  were drawn from i t s  membership. As the m agistracy and 
c o u n c il was dominated by merchants th a t sec to r o f  the burgess community 
cou ld  be considered-represented but the same could not be sa id  o f the 
craftsm en and in  p a r t ic u la r  those who belonged to  the in c o rp o ra tio n s . 
Consequently the a u th o r it ie s  were to  be found seeking the consent o f  
the c r a f t  deacons to  a v a r ie ty  o f  measures a f fe c t in g  the community and 
the common good which would p re v io u s ly  have m erited c o n s u lta tio n  w ith  
the burgess assem blies. Several (though not a l l )  o f  the in c o rp o ra tio n s  
were a lso  represented on the c o u n c il from tim e to  tim e . By these means 
the r u l in g  o lig a rc h y  sought to  disarm c r i t ic is m  from the community and 
d is t r a c t  the craftsm en from the fa c t th a t th e ir  involvem ent in  the 
a d m in is tra tio n  o f the burgh was not commensurate w ith  th e ir  numbers.
This p o lic y  was a lready in  evidence du ring  the 1570s but became 
in c re a s in g ly  d i f f i c u l t  to  su s ta in  th e re a fte r  as economic circum stances 
fo rced  the a u th o r it ie s  to  hold down p r ic e s  to  the disadvantage o f  the 
craftsm en r e ta i le r s .  S im ultaneously the deacons would appear to  have 
become more and more disenchanted w ith  t h e ir  a l l  too spasmodic 
p a r t ic ip a t io n  in  a d m in is tra tiv e  a f fa i r s .  By the la te  1590s the r i f t  
between the merchant-dominated m agistracy and co u n c il and the 
in co rp o ra te d  c ra f ts  had become pronounced and the o lig a rc h y  was a lso  
being pressured by the Convention o f Royal Burghs to  m odify the burgh 
s e t t  so as to  g ive  the in c o rp o ra tio n s  a g re a te r say in  the 
a d m in is tra tio n . I n i t i a l l y  the a u th o r it ie s  re s is te d  these ove rtu re s  but 
a sharp d e te r io ra t io n  in  re la t io n s h ip s  between the merchants and the 
craftsm en in  the e a r ly  1600s, (q u ite  probably exacerbated by a 
s lacken ing  o f  crown c o n tro l consequent on the k in g 's  accession to  the 
E n g lish  throne and confus ion  as to  whether the s u p e r io r 's  powers were 
to  remain vested w ith  the duke o f Lennox or were to  be resumed by the 
a rchb ishops), nece ss ita te d  a re v is io n  o f the bu rgh 's  c o n s t itu t io n .  In  
1605 the concept o f  a g i ld  b re th ren  was in trodu ced , enab ling  the lead ing  
craftsm en to  enjoy a s im ila r  s ta tu s  to  th a t o f  the lead ing  merchants; 
in  1606 the crown s t ip u la te d  th a t the c o u n c il was to  c o n s is t o f an equal 
number o f  merchants and cra ftsm en; and in  1607 archbishop Spottisw oode, 
a lb e i t  w ith  the consent o f  the crown and Lennox, f in a l ly  succeeded in
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re a s s e rtin g  the a rchb ishops ' r ig h t  to  nominate the provost and choose 
the b a i l i e s . 54
Local government remained o l ig a rc h ic  and, i f  anyth ing , a p lace in
the a d m in is tra tio n  was probably even more dependent on an in d iv id u a l 's
w ealth  a f te r  the in tro d u c tio n  o f the g i ld  b re th ren  system than had been
the case in  the 1570s and 1580s. Yet, re tu rn in g  to  th a t e a r l ie r  p e rio d ,
i t  is  ev iden t from the s u rv iv in g  records th a t(d u r in g  those two decades
a t le a s t)  the m agistracy and c o u n c il,  fo r  a l l  i t s  o lig a rc h ic  q u a li t ie s ,
was not a u to c ra t ic  in  i t s  behaviour. As has ju s t  been observed the
a u th o r i t ie s  would sometimes seek the advice o f the c r a f t  deacons.
E qua lly  the re  are m inutes which show th a t ,  even though the burgess
assem blies were being run down, the burgess community (o r 'm a is t p a ir t
o f  the communitie o f the sa id  towne being p re s e n t')  could on occasions
be in vo lve d  in  the d e c is io n  making process a longside the b a i l ie s  and 
55the c o u n c il.  More im p o rta n tly , the a d m in is tra tio n  would respond to  
c r i t ic is m  from the community. Thus i t  w i l l  be re c a lle d  th a t a p e t i t io n  
from the 'burges sonnys' in  1575 regard ing  admission f in e s  led  to  the 
in tro d u c tio n  o f a more e q u ita b le  system two years la te r .  S im ila r ly  in  
1576 the a u th o r i t ie s ,  in  response to  the s u p p lic a tio n s  o f  the community, 
agreed to  d e s is t from fu r th e r  a lie n a tio n s  o f the burgh 's  commons and 
a lthough fu r th e r  feu ing  o f  these lands d id  occur, the tra n s a c tio n s  were 
s p e c i f ic a l ly  sanctioned not ju s t  by the b a i l ie s  and c o u n c il but a lso  by 
the deacons or the community. E qua lly  the re  can be l i t t l e  doubt th a t 
the th ir la g e  le g is la t io n  o f 1576 was unpopular from the s ta r t  but here 
o p p o s itio n  from 'th e  in h a b ita n t is  o f  th is  toun and h a i l l  communitie 
t h a i r o f '  e v e n tu a lly  led  to  the unusual step being taken in  1581 o f 
fo rm a lly  abrogating  the o ffe nd in g  a c ts .56
Of course the a u th o r it ie s  could in  c e r ta in  instances ignore  the 
wishes o f  the community, a case in  p o in t being the admission o f 
burgesses g r a t is .  In  the la te  1570s and e a r ly  1580s there  was concern 
th a t the p rovosts and b a i l ie s  (who i t  w i l l  be re c a lle d  c o n tro lle d  most 
adm issions through the burgh c o u rt)  were being over-generous w ith  the 
bu rgh 's  la rgesse and in  th is  instance  i t  is  notab le  th a t the com plaints 
would appear to  have emanated from the c o u n c il.  In  1577 and again in  
1582 the c o u n c il attempted to  t ig h te n  admission procedures, but t h e ir  
endeavours proved f r u i t l e s s . 57
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Nonetheless in  most m atters the a u th o r i t ie s ' behaviour shows th a t 
they were w e ll aware o f the fa c t th a t e f fe c t iv e  governance requ ire d  a t 
the  very le a s t the t a c i t  consent o f the burgess community. This was 
p a r t ic u la r ly  ev iden t in  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c ils ' f in a n c ia l 
d e a lin g s . The nature  o f the va rious elements which made up the common 
good, the a d m in is tra t io n 's  f is c a l  base, was such th a t i t  was d i f f i c u l t  
fo r  the f u l l  p o te n t ia l o f  these resources to  be re a lis e d : thus , fo r
example, g ra t is  admissions to  burgess-sh ip  s e r io u s ly  d im in ished the 
amount o f  money which should have been a v a ila b le  to  the tre a s u re r, w h ile  
income from p rope rty  tended to  be f ix e d  and thus d id  not r e f le c t  the 
re a l va lue o f the tenements concerned. Various measures were th e re fo re  
promulgated w ith  a view to  augmenting the burgh 's  common good and fo r  
such le g is la t io n  the a u th o r it ie s  fre q u e n tly  sought the assent o f  the 
deacons or the community, as was on ly proper s ince , as the name im p lie d , 
the  common good was fo r  the b e n e fit  o f a l l  the in h a b ita n ts  o f  the burgh, 
o r ,  a t the very le a s t,  o f  the burgess community. E qua lly  i f  such 
approva l was not obta ined and, as in  the examples ju s t  c ite d  (burgess 
adm ission ra te s , a lie n a tio n s  o f the commons and a s t r ic t io n  to  the tow n's 
m i l l s ) ,  o p p o s itio n  was encountered then the a u th o r it ie s  were ob liged  
to  m od ify , i f  not com ple te ly re v is e , th e ir  p o l ic ie s .  Thus the in he ren t 
l im i ta t io n s  o f the common good provided a constant reminder to  the 
a u th o r i t ie s  th a t th e ir  freedom o f a c tio n  was lim ite d  and th a t they had 
to  bear in  mind burgess o p in io n . At no tim e was th is  more apparent than 
when the a d m in is tra tio n  was faced w ith  e x tra o rd in a ry  f in a n c ia l demands 
beyond the resources o f the common good. Recourse then had to  be had 
to  le v y in g  sp e c ia l lo c a l s te n ts  but th is  s o lu tio n  was avoided as fa r  as 
p o s s ib le  le s t  the burgesses, a lready h e a v ily  burdened w ith  n a tio n a l 
ta x a t io n s , lo s t  pa tience and were provoked in to  o p p o s itio n . This 
e xp la in s  the re luc tance  to  ra is e  a tax a f te r  the tow n 's s a l t  stocks 
were destroyed in  1579 and the c a re fu l approach adopted w ith  respect to  
the  maintenance o f the c a th e d ra l. I t  a lso  exp la ins  why advantage was 
not taken o f the ac t o f Parliam ent which pe rm itted  the le vy in g  o f a 
compulsory poor ra te  and why the a u th o r it ie s  continued to  re ly  on the 
u n c e rta in  income accru ing  from the common good ins tead  o f adopting a 
more r e l ia b le  f in a n c ia l base such as m ight have been obtained had the re  
been a lo c a l general ra te .  Such an idea would have been so 
c o n tro v e rs ia l th a t i t  may be doubted i f  i t  was even contemplated a t th is  
t im e .58
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Yet i t  is  a lso  in  i t s  f in a n c ia l a f fa i r s  th a t the burgh
a d m in is tra tio n  can be seen a t i t s  most re s o u rc e fu l. As has ju s t  been
observed va rious a ttem pts were made to  increase the burgh 's  o rd in a ry
income, and i f  some o f  these foundered on the o p p o s itio n  o f the
community they nonetheless sometimes shows a c e r ta in  in g e n u ity . The
most remarkable was the i l l - f a t e d  th ir la g e  experiment o f 1576-81. I t
was undoubtedly unpopular and i t  a lso  fa i le d  to  produce the hoped fo r
increase  in  revenue fo r  the m i l l  custom. Yet the lack  o f success which
attended th is  venture was due in  la rg e  p a rt to  the d is re p a ir  o f  the
m il ls  which could not cope w ith  the needs o f  the in h a b ita n ts . Otherwise
the theory  behind the scheme was sound and when th ir la g e  was
re in troduce d  in  1608 i t  was described as 'th e  o n lie  best and re d d ie s t
way and meine nocht o n lie  to  r e le i f  the tow nis debt bot lykw ayis  to  be
59ane in c rese  o f th a ir  commowne guid in  g r i t  m isso u r'. On th is
occasion the a u th o r it ie s  made sure th a t the re  would be s u f f ic ie n t  m il ls
a v a ila b le  to  meet the demand.60 The re in tro d u c t io n  o f th ir la g e  in
1608 was on ly  supposed to  be a temporary measure to  c le a r the bu rgh 's
debts but i t  proved so successfu l th a t the p ra c tic e  was made permanent
in  1615; fo r ty  years la te r  i t  was s ta te d  th a t as a re s u lt  o f  th is  p o lic y
'th e  towne, be the b lis s in g  o f God, hes bein inab led
to  re p a ir  t h a ir  k i r k is ,  b r ig s ,  b u ild  th a ir  to lb o o th e ,
commoune caseys, paying th a ir  m in is te rs  s tipen ds , and
many mae commoune w o rk is , to  the g rea t gu id ,
61commodatioune and decorment o f the c i t i e ' .
Whether or not the a u th o r it ie s  in  in tro d u c in g  th ir la g e  in  1576 were 
a tte m p tin g  to  re v iv e  a procedure which had been t r ie d  a t some e a r l ie r  
date cannot be asce rta in ed , but whatever the case subsequent developments 
would show th a t the th in k in g  behind the scheme was c o rre c t.
The resource fu lness o f the a d m in is tra tio n  cou ld , however, be s e l f -
d e fe a tin g . Thus inadequate funds fre q u e n tly  led  to  cash flow  
d i f f i c u l t i e s  which caused s a la r ie s  and o the r payments to  f a l l  in to  
a r re a rs . In  response the device was used o f  d iv e r t in g  burgess admission 
f in e s  from the common good to  meet these a rre a rs , a p o lic y  which 
e f fe c t iv e ly  exacerbated the cash flow  problem which i t  sought to  
remedy. The common good was thus re g u la r ly  deprived o f income which 
cou ld  have been used fo r  o the r purposes and i t  was ha rd ly  s u rp r is in g
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th a t  the a u th o r it ie s  were sometimes faced w ith  c a l ls  on expend itu re
which cou ld  not be met out o f  the bu rgh 's  normal resources. Since they
wished to  avoid ta x in g  the burgesses too o fte n  the on ly  s o lu tio n  was to
borrow money from lead ing  members o f the community and as these loans
were u s u a lly  secured on one o f the elements which comprised the common
good the e f fe c t  was to  commit fu tu re  years ' income and thereby fu r th e r
l im i t  the amount o f  fre e  monies a v a ila b le  fo r  general purposes. However
th is  p ra c t ic e  a t le a s t encouraged the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il to  c le a r
such debts as q u ic k ly  as poss ib le  so th a t the a d m in is tra tio n 's  c re d it
63ra t in g  remained good.
Yet no tw ith s ta n d in g  a l l  the l im ita t io n s  in he ren t in  the common good
and the ev iden t shortcom ings in  the f is c a l  a d m in is tra tio n , the system
g e n e ra lly  worked; faced w ith  having to  work w ith in  a r ig id  framework the
a u th o r i t ie s  were ob liged  to  adopt a f le x ib le  approach which la rg e ly
circum vented many o f these d i f f i c u l t i e s .  The ir c h ie f  success du ring  the
pe rio d  1573-74 to  1584-85, which is  ev iden t from the s u rv iv in g  accounts
o f  those years,was to  increase the t o ta l  value o f the common good by
18?o, th is  being achieved p a r t ly  by good management (an increase in  the
income from annuals consequent on feu ing  areas o f the commons) but a lso
through good fo rtu n e  (a reasonably hea lthy  economy having bene fited  the
64la d le  and m i l l  customs which were the most im portan t revenue sources). 
How m atte rs  fared im m ediate ly th e re a fte r  is  d i f f i c u l t  to  judge in  the 
absence o f  any accounts; but in  a l l  l ik e l ih o o d  the common good su ffe re d  
as a r e s u lt  o f  the harvest fa i lu re s  which marked the la te  1580s 
e s p e c ia lly  s in ce , as has ju s t  been noted, a major p a rt o f the burgh 's  
o rd in a ry  income was derived  from the customs o f the la d le  and o f the 
m i l l  which were p a r t ic u la r ly  s e n s it iv e  to  g ra in  shortages. Nonetheless 
the  a v a ila b le  evidence suggests th a t good f in a n c ia l management (the  
p ra c t ic e  o f  fo re -m a ilin g  the customs) succeeded in  reve rs ing  th is  
downward trend  and may even have re s u lte d  in  a s l ig h t  increase in  
income by the mid 1590s. C e rta in ly  the Convention o f  Royal Burghs, 
which judged the taxab le  capa c ity  o f  i t s  members (probably on the basis 
o f  each bu rgh 's  common good, among o the r fa c to rs ) ,  was o f the view th a t 
Glasgow could bear a g re a te r share o f n a tio n a l ta x a tio n s  than had 
p re v io u s ly  been the case. Placed seventh in  the C onvention 's tax r o l l  
o f  1575 and expected to  c o n tr ib u te  2.1% o f  the burghs' p o r t io n  o f
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n a tio n a l ta x a tio n s , by 1594 Glasgow had moved up to  f i f t h  p o s it io n  and 
i t s  share had been increased to  4.5?o, a development which re fle c te d  
w e ll on the bu rgh 's  f is c a l  s tand ing  and hence on i t s  f in a n c ia l 
a d m in is tra tio n , and which was a l l  the more remarkable as having occurred 
du rin g  a pe riod  o f apparent n a tio n a l economic s ta g n a tio n .65 However i t  
may be added th a t th is  phenomenon in e v ita b ly  placed a g re a te r burden o f 
ta x a tio n  on the burgesses. I f  th is  was not m erited by a re a l up turn  in  
the bu rgh 's  economic performance or i f  the increase in  taxes was 
d is t r ib u te d  in e q u ita b ly  (an im portan t po in t, but one which cannot be 
determ ined as no tax r o l l s  s u rv iv e ) then the burgh 's  promotion on the 
tax  sca le  cannot have been greeted w ith  much enthusiasm w ith in  the 
community. I t  is  thus q u ite  poss ib le  th a t increased ta x a tio n  played an 
im po rtan t p a rt in  fu r th e r in g  the tens ions w ith in  the burgess community 
which are d is c e rn ib le  in  the 1590s and which culm inated in  the 
c o n s t itu t io n a l rearrangements o f 1605-1606, p re v io u s ly  d iscussed .66
The s u rv iv in g  common good accounts o f the 1570s and 1580s not on ly 
supp ly im portan t d e ta i ls  as to  the na ture  o f the bu rgh 's  f is c a l  
a d m in is tra tio n ; they a lso  fu rn is h  in v a lu a b le  data regard ing  the scope 
o f  the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il 's  a c t iv i t ie s  which, i f  taken in  
com bination w ith  the in fo rm a tio n  which is  to  be derived from an 
exam ination o f  the le g is la t io n  issued by these a u th o r it ie s ,  p rovides a 
c le a r  p ic tu re  o f  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry  urban lo c a l a u th o r ity  a t 
work.
As the market and f a i r  were c e n tra l to  the bu rgh 's  ra ison  d 'e t r e ,  
the a u th o r i t ie s ' s ta tu te s  be tray  a preoccupation w ith  economic m atte rs , 
many ac ts  being issued which were designed to  ensure the maintenance o f 
the  tow n 's  commercial p r iv i le g e s  and the proper re g u la tio n  o f tra d in g  
p ra c t ic e s ; s im ila r ly , th e  accounts d isc lo se  the ex ten t o f the coopera tion  
which e x is te d  between the a u th o r it ie s  in  Glasgow and th e ir  coun te rpa rts  
in  Dumbarton in  m atters p e r ta in in g  to  the re c e ip t o f  fo re ig n  cargoes 
and the p rosecu tion  o f smugglers and unfree t ra d e rs .67 Hardly le ss  
im po rtan t was the p re se rva tio n  o f the bu rgh 's  common lands and the 
p ro te c tio n  o f the burgesses' crops and i t  is  no tab le  th a t whereas the 
punishment fo r  con traven ing  one o f the m arketing s ta tu te s  was u s u a lly  
a modest f in e ,  some o f  the ac ts  r e la t in g  to  the tow n 's a rab le  and
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p a s to ra l lands c a rr ie d  much heavier p e n a lt ie s , in d ic a t iv e  o f the
68im portance a ttached to  these resources. Other acts  show th a t the
a u th o r i t ie s  had a rud im entary grasp o f the need fo r  p u b lic  hea lth
measures, and not ju s t  when the burgh was threatened by the plague:
hence the le g is la t io n  d ire c te d  aga ins t 'myddynnis la id  vpone the
fo ir g a te ' and o the r nuisances, the p ro v is io n s  made w ith  respect to
le p e rs , and the employment o f  a surgeon whose s a la ry  was met out o f  the 
69common good. As to  the s o c ia l w e lfa re  o f the in h a b ita n ts , th is
rece ived  some a tte n t io n  from the c i v i l  a u th o r it ie s  but had la rg e ly  been
delegated to  the k ir k  session which bore p r a c t ic a l ly  the f u l l  burden o f
r e s p o n s ib i l i t y  fo r  a d m in is te rin g  poor r e l i e f . 70 Here, however, i t  may
be added (though th is  cannot be confirm ed, owing to  the lack  o f record
sources) th a t the inco rp o ra te d  c ra f ts  and the merchants (who, i t  w i l l
71be re c a lle d , possessed some form o f g i ld  o rg a n is a tio n ) probably played
an im portan t p a rt in  ca rin g  fo r  th e ir  le ss  fo rtu n a te  co lleagues, w h ile
no le ss  c ru c ia l may have been the ro le  o f the fa m ily  u n i t .  On the o ther
hand n e ith e r  the accounts nor the c o u n c il 's  s ta tu te s  adequately convey
the c i v i l  a u th o r i t ie s ' involvem ent in  educa tiona l m a tte rs , but th is  is
confirm ed by o the r e n tr ie s  in  the m inutes and by c h a rte r documentation.
The m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il took a keen in te re s t  in  the burgh 's  grammar
schoo l, ' I n g l is  scho le ' and song schoo l, and may have e n te rta in e d  a t one
tim e an am bition  to  manage the u n iv e rs ity .  C e rta in ly  th e ir  conveyance
o f  most o f  the former church p ro p e rt ie s  then in  t h e ir  possession to  the
co lle g e  in  1573 and the p ro v is io n s  inc luded  in  th a t founda tion  respec ting
the cu rricu lu m  and the conduct o f the masters and students shows a t the
very le a s t a sense o f  c iv ic  p r id e  in  the fu tu re  w e lfa re  o f the 
72u n iv e rs ity .  A s im ila r  ou tlook  may be detected in  the burgh 
a u th o r i t ie s ' p o s i t iv e , i f  ca u tio u s , approach towards the question  o f  the 
upkeep o f  the c a th e d ra l. E q ua lly , the accounts o f the 1570s and 1580s 
d is c lo s e  th a t a cons ide rab le  amount o f  money and e f fo r t  was expended on 
the  maintenance o f the bu rgh 's  o the r p u b lic  b u ild in g s , w h ile  the major 
works undertaken on im proving the tow n 's  main thorough fares a t th is  tim e 
fu r th e r  con firm  the im pression th a t upgrading the amenity o f  the town 
was one o f  the a d m in is tra t io n 's  main p r i o r i t i e s . 73 Indeed more m ight 
have been achieved in  th is  sphere but fo r  the fa c t th a t a s ize ab le  p a rt 
o f  each y e a r 's  o rd in a ry  revenue had to  be devoted to  d e fra y in g  the 
cos ts  o f  p rosecu ting  the tow n 's  business a f fa i r s  a t the cou rts  in
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Edinburgh and meeting the burgh 's  n a t io n a l  o b l ig a t io n s  which e n ta i le d  
p e r io d ic  attendance a t the Convention o f  Royal Burghs and P a r l iam en t. 7A
Many o f  the fu n c t io n s  o f  a modern lo c a l  a u th o r i ty  can be detected
in  some form or o ther in  the work undertaken by Glasgow's c i v i l
a d m in is t ra t io n  dur ing  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry ; thus, apart from the
a u t h o r i t i e s '  involvement in  p u b l ic  h e a lth ,  s o c ia l  w e lfa re  and education,
a t te n t io n  may a lso  be drawn to  the b u i ld in g  c o n t ro l  work o f  the l i n e r s
and those instances ( in  p a r t i c u la r  the r e s i t in g  o f  markets to  ease
pressure a t the Cross and s im ultaneously  r e v i v i f y  depressed d i s t r i c t s
o f  the burgh) when the m ag is tra tes  and coun c il  may be seen f u l f i l l i n g
75the ro le  o f  town p lanners. The burgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n  was c le a r ly
w ide-rang ing  in  the scope o f  i t s  work but as the popu la tion  increased
so too d id  the s t ra in s  being placed on th a t  a d m in is t ra t io n .  Hence a t
the execu tive  le v e l  the re  are to  be found many minor o f f i c i a l s  to  whom
had been delegated business which in  e a r l i e r  times had been seen to  by
the b a i l i e s ,  the o ther sen io r  o f f i c i a l s  and the burgh 's  o f f i c e r s . 76
Such pressures a lso e xp la in  why i t  was found necessary to  d iv id e  the
burgh in to  wards or qua rte rs  under the supe rv is ion  o f  each o f  the
b a i l i e s ,  a device which was fo rm a lised  in  the 1590s but which may w e ll
have been employed before  th a t  t im e . 77 The e f fe c ts  o f  a heavy workload
can be seen in  the use made o f  ad hoc committees or working p a r t ie s  in
78such m atters  as the a u d it in g  o f  accounts, the in spec t ion  o f  the burgh
79 80loans or the town m i l l  and the supe rv is ion  o f  the re c e ip t  o f  fo re ign
81cargoes.
The two c h ie f  organs o f  the c i v i l  lo c a l  a u th o r i ty  were the burgh
co u r t  and the town c o u n c i l  rep resen t ing , re s p e c t iv e ly ,  the j u d i c i a l
and the a d m in is t ra t iv e  s ides o f  the burgh 's  a d m in is t ra t io n .  Yet ju s t
as the b a i l i e s  were s im u ltaneous ly  m ag is tra tes  and lead ing  c o u n c i l lo r s
(and, w ith  the p rovos t,  the c h ie f  execu tive  o f f i c e r s  o f  the 
82a d m in is t ra t io n ) ,  i t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  i f  not m is leading to  t r y  to  separate 
too em pha tica lly  the fu nc t ions  o f  the cou r t  from those o f  the c o u n c i l .
The j u d i c i a l  and a d m in is t ra t iv e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  the lo c a l  a u th o r i ty  were 
in te r tw in e d ,  a fa c t  demonstrated in  the layou t o f  the act books o f  the 
pe r iod  in  which the minutes o f  the c o u r t  and the co u n c il  were recorded 
a longside  each o th e r .  In  p a r t i c u la r  the cou r t  had c e r ta in  a d m in is t ra t iv e  
fu n c t io n s  (most no tab ly  the supe rv is ion  o f  burgess admissions and the
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maintenance o f  good neighbourhood which was d e a lt  w i th  by i t s  standing
83committee o f  l i n e r s )  in  a d d it io n  to  i t s  basic ro le  as a k in g 's  cou rt
d ispensing ro y a l j u s t i c e ;  furtherm ore i t  punished those who contravened
the bu rgh 's  own bye-laws, the s ta tu te s  enacted by the c o u n c i l . 84
E q ua l ly ,  though ju s t i c e  tended to  be dispensed by the m ag is tra tes  alone,
l i t t l e  recourse being had to  the use o f  assizes save in  h e irs h ip  cases,
the c o u r t  would o ccas iona lly  consu lt  the co u n c il  which was, a f te r  a l l ,
85the burgh 's  le g is la tu r e .  The c o u n c i l  was, however, the ju n io r  o f  the 
two organs o f  the c i v i l  a d m in is t ra t io n :  in  i t s  o r ig in s  i t  had probably
grown out o f  the cou r t  and the g rea te r  importance o f  the ju d i c i a l  body 
was maintained in to  the la te  s ix te e n th  cen tu ry ,  as shown by the 
preponderance o f  cou rt  over co u n c il  e n t r ie s  in  the s u rv iv in g  minute 
books which are indeed cou r t  act books f i r s t  and foremost. Nonetheless 
i t  i s  poss ib le  to  regard the la te  s ix te e n th  century as an im portan t 
pe r iod  in  the 'coming o f  age' o f  the c o u n c i l .  The burgh 's  growth a t 
t h i s  time demanded a c le a re r  demarcation between the j u d i c i a l  and 
a d m in is t ra t iv e  fu nc t ions  o f  the lo c a l  a u th o r i ty  and a more c le a r ly  
de f ined  body in  charge o f  the burgh 's  ro u t in e  management. The r e la t iv e  
la ck  o f  co u n c il  minutes in  these years b e l ie s  the fa c t  th a t  the coun c il  
was on. the p o in t  o f  becoming a body o f  equal importance to  the c o u r t .  
This development culm inated in  the a d m in is t ra t iv e  reo rgan isa t ions  o f  
the e a r ly  seventeenth century  which saw the commencement o f  a separate 
s e r ie s  o f  minute books fo r  the co u n c il  and the t ra n s fe r  to  i t  o f  
c e r ta in  a d m in is t ra t iv e  fu nc t ions  p re v io u s ly  undertaken by the Whitsun 
c o u r t ,  most no tab ly  the e le c t io n  o f  the c le rk ,  the master o f  work and 
the t re a s u re r ;  the o rg a n is a t io n a l changes o f  t h is  per iod  a lso  brought 
about a s t re a m lin in g  o f  the fu nc t ions  o f  the cou r t  proper, the admission
o f  burgesses and l i n i n g  c o n t ro l  being passed to  the new dean o f  g u i ld. 86 c o u r t .
The burgh cou r t  and the town co u n c i l  were not the only bodies to  
impinge upon the l i v e s  o f  the burgh 's  in h a b i ta n ts .  The s u rv iv in g  burgh 
records show th a t  the b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y ' s  c o u r t ,  though p r im a r i ly  
concerned w ith  the barony and r e g a l i t y  o f  Glasgow, occas iona lly  
in te rvened  in  the burgh 's  a f f a i r s ;  indeed i t  would appear to  have acted 
in  some cases as a supe r io r  cou r t  though the s u rv iv in g  evidence i s  such 
th a t  the exact ex ten t o f  i t s  a u th o r i ty  over the cou r t  o f  the burgh
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87cannot be determined. At any ra te  in  pure ly  j u d i c i a l  matters the 
burgh co u r t  was most c e r ta in ly  subord inate to ,  and sub jec t toQ
in te r fe re n c e  from, the sen io r  crown co u r ts .  However the body w ith  
which the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c i l  had the c lo ses t  dea lings was the lo c a l  
k i r k  session. They shared a common membership, the b a i l i e s  and severa l 
members o f  the co u n c i l  s i t t i n g  on the session as e lde rs ,  and although 
r e la t io n s  between the c i v i l  a u th o r i t ie s  and the session could on
occasions be s t ra in e d ,  they nonetheless cooperated c lo s e ly  in  both the
j u d i c i a l  and a d m in is t ra t iv e  aspects o f  the burgh 's  governance. There 
can be no doubt th a t  the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il  welcomed the k i r k
s e s s io n 's  involvement in  the prosecu tion  o f  c e r ta in  o ffenders  (such as
those deemed g u i l t y  o f  s lander) and the weight which i t  le n t  to  c e r ta in  
o f  the c i v i l  a d m in is t ra t io n 's  economic measures while, o f  course, i t sQQ
work in  the f i e l d  o f  poor law a d m in is t ra t io n  was ind ispensab le .
What then may be sa id  in  conclus ion as to  the q u a l i t y  o f  the 
a d m in is t ra t io n  dispensed by the c i v i l  lo c a l  a u th o r i ty  in  Glasgow in  the 
la te  s ix te e n th  century? The m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l 's  task was to  
manage the burgh in  a manner acceptable to  the supe rio r  (whether th a t  
su p e r io r  was the archbishop or the crown) and in  such a way as would be 
to  the b e n e f i t  o f  the town's in h a b i ta n ts .  In f u l f i l l i n g  t h is  fu n c t io n  
the a u th o r i t ie s  were hampered by a number o f  fa c to rs ,  not the le a s t  being 
the weakness o f  the a d m in is t ra t io n 's  f in a n c ia l  base. While t h is  
l im i te d  the range o f  op t ions  open to  the a u th o r i t ie s  i t  a lso had the 
e f fe c t  o f  ensuring th a t  the a d m in is t ra t io n  could not adopt an 
a u th o r i ta r ia n  approach in  i t s  dea lings . Instead i t  was ob liged to  be 
m ind fu l o f  the views o f  the townspeople and in  p a r t ic u la r  o f  the 
burgesses who remained a dominant fo rce  w i th in  burgh so c ie ty .  
N o tw iths tand ing  the steady acc re t ion  o f  power to  the small group o f  men 
which formed the r u l in g  o l ig a rc h y ,  burgh government 
could not fu n c t io n  w ith ou t the cooperation o f  the burgess community. 
Consequently the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il  tended to  l i s t e n  to  c r i t i c i s m  
from t h i s  qua rte r  and hence the se tt lem ents  reached w ith  respect to  such 
p o t e n t ia l l y  d iv is i v e  issues as burgess admission ra tes  or excessive 
a l ie n a t io n s  o f  the burgh 's  commons. Another lo c a l  d i f f i c u l t y  which 
faced the a u th o r i t ie s  in  the execution o f  t h e i r  d u t ie s  was the p re v a i l in g  
tens ion  w i th in  the burgess community i t s e l f  between, on the one hand,
460
the merchants (among whom may be inc luded most o f  the r u l in g  o l ig a rc h y )
and, on the o ther hand, the craftsmen. Being less  wealthy than t h e i r
merchant neighbours, the craftsmen had less  in f lu e n ce  on the governance
o f  the burgh desp ite  t h e i r  g rea te r  numbers; furtherm ore many craftsmen
were a f fe c te d  by the merchant-dominated c o u n c i l 's  p r ic in g  p o l ic ie s .
However i t  i s  f a i r  to  say th a t  concord ra th e r  than c o n f l i c t  was
g e n e ra l ly  the order o f  the day w ith  respect to  the re la t io n s  ob ta in in g
between the craftsmen and the merchants dur ing  the 1570s and 1580s.
Undoubtedly the craftsmen desired a g rea te r  say in  the running o f  the
burgh and tens ion  was apparent from time to  time during these two
decades. Yet these men d id  not pursue t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  am ib it ions  w ith
any notab le  v igour even when the a d m in is t ra t io n  found i t s e l f  in
d i f f i c u l t i e s .  Thus the one major in c id e n t  to  occur dur ing the 1570s
and 1580s which can be a t t r ib u te d  to  the c ra ftsm en 's  sense o f  gr ievance,
the wapinschaw r i o t ,  arose in  Ju ly  1583 and not one year p rev io us ly
when the a u th o r i t ie s  had been under fa r  g rea te r  pressure a t the peak
90o f  the Montgomery c r i s i s .  I t  was the in t r u s io n  o f  n a t io n a l p o l i t i c s  
ra th e r  than lo c a l  issues such as burgess admission ra te s ,  misuse o f  
the commons or the a s p ira t io n s  o f  the craftsmen which jeopard ised the 
a d m in is t ra t io n ' s a b i l i t y  to  manage the burgh. For a sho rt  per iod  in  
the e a r ly  1580s the r u l in g  o l ig a rc h y  was s p l i t  not on lo c a l  issues but 
on the bas is  o f  n a t io n a l  r e l ig io u s  and p o l i t i c a l  d iv is io n s ,  and 
in e v i t a b ly  the q u a l i t y  o f  governance in  the burgh was adversely 
a f fe c te d .  The a d m in is t ra t io n  d id  not however co l lapse  and the 
r e s i l ie n c e  w ith  which the a u th o r i t ie s  recovered i s  perhaps in d ic a t iv e  
o f  the fa c t  th a t  the fa c t io n a l is m  o f  the e a r ly  1580s was an a be rra t ion  
imposed from w ith ou t and based on issues which were not c lose to  the 
hea rts  o f  the m a jo r i ty  o f  the community. At any ra te  s t a b i l i t y  was 
res to red  ju s t  in  time to  perm it the c i v i l  a u th o r i t ie s  to  address the 
major s o c ia l  and economic repercussions o f  the succession o f  bad 
harves ts  which began to  a f fe c t  the burgh from the mid 1580s onwards.
The ir  response to  these c r is e s  prov ides the c le a re s t  in d ic a t io n  o f  the 
q u a l i t y  o f  t h e i r  governance.
Notw iths tand ing  the d e s i r a b i l i t y  o f  r e ta in in g  the goodw il l  o f  the 
burgesses, the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il  were not n e g le c t fu l  o f  t h e i r  
o b l ig a t io n s  towards the community as a whole. M ind fu l o f  burgess op in ion
461
they d id  avoid in t ro d u c in g  a compulsory poor ra te ,  a device which would 
have g re a t ly  ass is ted  the k i r k  session in  i t s  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and obviated 
unnecessary hardship in  c e r ta in  sec to rs  o f  the community. Yet, th a t  
c r i t i c i s m  apa rt ,  the approach adopted by the c i v i l  a u th o r i t ie s  in  t h e i r  
p r ic in g  p o l ic ie s  was commendably c o n s t ru c t iv e .  They had to  weigh the 
a l te rn a t iv e s  o f  e i th e r  ho ld ing  down the p r ic e s  o f  e s s e n t ia l  fo o d s tu f fs  
as fa r  as p oss ib le ,  thereby a l ie n a t in g  the craftsmen burgesses who dea lt  
in  these p ro v is io n s ,  or a l low ing  market fo rces to  take t h e i r  course, 
thereby r is k in g  widespread s ta rv a t io n  and poss ib le  food r i o t s .  Aware 
not ju s t  o f  t h e i r  s o c ia l  r e s p o n s ib i l i t ie s  but a lso o f  t h e i r  duty to  
m a in ta in  the k in g 's  peace by preserv ing  the s o c ia l  e q u i l ib r iu m ,  the 
m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il  chose the former course and eschewed the l a t t e r .  
I f  the r e s u l t  was a marked d e te r io ra t io n  in  r e la t io n s  w i th in  the 
burgess community, q u i te  poss ib ly  aggravated by an increase in  ta x a t io n  
r e s u l t in g  from the a d m in is t ra t io n 's  as tu te  management o f  the burgh 's  
f i s c a l  a f f a i r s ,  the a u th o r i t ie s  d id  succeed in  a ve r t in g  a fa r  g rea te r 
th re a t  to  the s o c ia l  o rde r.
Taken a l l  in  a l l ,  the a v a i la b le  evidence shows a respons ib le  and 
la rg e ly  e f fe c t i v e  lo c a l  a u th o r i ty  in  ope ra t ion . Routine a d m in is t ra t io n  
was executed e f f i c i e n t l y  and in  the a l l - im p o r ta n t  sphere o f  the burgh 's  
f inances good management was in  evidence. A basic grasp o f  the need fo r  
p u b l ic  hea lth  measures, a genuine in te r e s t  in  education and a des ire  to  
improve the o v e ra l l  amenity o f  the burgh show th a t  the burgh 
a d m in is t ra t io n ,  though o l ig a r c h ic ,  was not complacent. Above a l l ,  the 
m ag is tra tes 'and  c o u n c i l 's  response to  the severe economic and s o c ia l  
d i f f i c u l t i e s  which began to  envelop the community in  the mid-1580s, i f  
perhaps somewhat la c k in g  in  compassion, shows an awareness th a t  t h e i r  
fu n c t io n  was to  manage the burgh fo r  the 'common good'.
NOTES
1. M. Lynch, Edinburgh and the Reformation, (Edinburgh, 1981), 3; Third S ta tis tic a l 
Account, Glasgow, 58.
2 . See, for example, RCRB, i ,  526, 530-531,548, 573-574, 173-174, 246-247.
3 . P2, 145.
4 . P147-148.
462
5. Glas. Chrs. ,  i ,  p t. i i ,  146; see P369.
6. In P. Hume Brown, Scotland before 1700 from Contemporary Documents, (Edinburgh, 1893), 
120- 121.
7. P65-67.
8. On burgess admissions see The Burgess and Guild Brethren of Glasgow, 1573-1730, 2 vols., 
ed. J.R. Anderson, (SRS, 1925). However th is  is  not quite a complete record and 
recourse must be had to the surviving act books, SRA MS C1/1/1 and C1/1/2. On the
hammermen see Lumsden and Aitken, Glasgow Hammermen, 5, 10-12, 190, 195. On
Glasgow's development in the seventeenth century see A. Gibb, Glasgow -  The Making
of a C ity , (London, 1983), 44-46 and T.C. Smout, 'The Development and Enterprise of
Glasgow, 1556-1707', in Scottish Journal of P o litic a l Economy, v i i  (1960), 194-212.
9. P376-377, 382.
10. P257-259.
11. Third S ta tis tic a l Account, Glasgow, 58.
12. P395.
13. See, for example, Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i i ,  nos. 2296 and 2305 in June and July 1576
and nos. 2320, 2321, 2332, 2333, 2339, 2371-2373, 2384, 2402, 2421, 2438, 2442, 2443,
2455, 2458, 2468, 2482, 2483, 2486, 2490-2492, 2494-2497, 2519, 2528, 2544, 2565, 2572, 
2573, 2585, 2592, 2597 in the period July 1581 to April 1584. No protocols survive
between 1576 and 1581. On other signs of a liv e ly  land market see P201.
14. P54, 121 n. 32 and Appendix 2.22, p t. iv , table 3 in Vol. I I ,  P209-210.
15. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, iv , no. 1318 and p. 122n.
16. P43n. 134.
17. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f87V (28 February 1588), quoted in Prot. Bk. Glasgow, x, p. 54n.
18. Bell was in post by September 1594: Prot Bk. Glasgow, x i, p. 90n and R. Wodrow,
Collections upon the Lives of the Reformers and most eminent Ministers of the Church 
of Scotland, 2 vo ls ., (Maitland Club, 1834-1848), i i ,  pt. i i ,  6-7 [hereafter cited as 
Wodrow, Collections].
19. Glas. Rees., i ,169;Maitland Misc.,  i ,  pt. i ,  70-71, 76, 84-86; Wodrow, Collections, i i ,  
p t. i i ,  7; Prot. Bk. Glasgow, x i, p. 90n. The Barony parish continued to worship in 
the lower church of the cathedral.
20. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  195-196.
21. in fact the separation of the Barony parish from the burgh was authorised by the local 
church courts only, there being no legal disjunction. Nonetheless a l l  involved were 
c learly  in favour of this  development. See Prot. Bk. Glasgow, x i, p. 90n.
22. P253-277.
23. P264-273.
463
24. See P 81-88 ; also P451, 460-461.
25. P270.
26. P311-319, 400-401.
27. On the e a rlie r  history of the plague see Lythe and Butt, Economic History of Scotland. 
8-9; on the statutes issued by the Glasgow authorities in the 1570s and 1580s see 
P286-293.
28. P292-293, 434.
29. P2, 5-7, 18-21, 91-92.
30. P21-22, 92, 97.
31. P137-138, 145-148.
32. P32-33.
33. P93-94.
34. P130n.218; 353-354.
35. P98-99.
36. P94-95,99-100.
37. P101.
38. P94-96.
39. P100-113.
40. P102-103.
41. P113-114.
42. P359-360.
43. SRA MS C1/1/2 f  76v.
44. Ib id . ,  f  156v; see P301.
45. P337, 344-347.
46. P347, 385-387, 402 ; see also P397 for compensation in the 1583-84 accounts to a master 
of work for outgoings incurred in 1582-83.
47. P115.
48. P 116 ; G. Donaldson, Scotland, James V -V II, 192-193, 221.
49. P56-76 passim. On the close ties  in the inner group see also P171.
50. P22-23.
51. Appendix 2.12 table 13 in Vol. I I ,  P130; P114 ; Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  118, 144, 157, 171,
181, 197.
52. P101, 105-106; see also P112.
53. P164-168.
54. P77-88 passim, 116, 241-242.
55. P240-241 and Appendix 4.3 table 2 in Vol. I I ,  P280.
464
56. Respectively P358; 86, 241, 278-279; 89-90, 104, 239, 371-376.
57. P206-207, 367-368.
58. P248-253, 316, 380-381.
59. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  278.
60. Ib id ., 277-281 passim.
61. Glas. Rees. ,  i i ,  309.
62. P360-361, 363, 385-387, 397, 411.
63. P250,253, 380-381, 402-404.
64. P355-356, 376-377, 381.
65. P381-383 .
66. P451-452.
67. P253-277, 406-407.
68. P277-283, 300-301.
69. P283-285, 385.
70. P311-319, 400-401.
71. P76.
72. P305-311.
73. P250-253, 393-398.
74. P404-411.
75. P183- 184, 257-259.
76. P53-54.
77. P289,296.
78. P343.
79. P277-278.
80. SRA MS C1/1/1 f  258r and C1/1/2 f f  78r, 137r. See Vol. I I ,  P111, 119, 121.
81. SRA MS C1/1/2 f  165v.
82. P240.
83. P183-184, 206-207.
84. P172,204, 215-216, 300-305.
85. P168-176 passim.
86. P4, 136-137, 166, 168, 183, 219n.9, 368.
87. P149-152.
88. P153-157, 173-174.
89. P159-162, 254-256, 311-318.
465
90. P81-88, 108-113, 119; see also P303 for evidence that in the 1570s and early 1580s 
the council's pricing policies did not provoke organised opposition.
466
THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE BURGH OF GLASGOW, 1574-1586
BY
JAMES S. McGRATH, M .A ., D.A.A.
SUBMITTED FOR THE DEGREE OF PH.D., 
DEPARTMENT OF SCOTTISH HISTORY, FACULTY OF 
UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW
DECEMBER 1986 
IN TWO VOLUMES
VOLUME I I
ARTS,
APPENDICES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY
VOLUME TWO 
CONTENTS
INTRODUCTION iv
APPENDIX 1. 1 PROVOSTS AND BAILIES OF THE BURGH AND BAILIES 1
OF THE REGALITY, 1550-90
APPENDIX 1 . 2  THE ELECTION DISPUTE OF 1554-57 8
APPENDIX 1 . 3  THE ALIENATION OF CHURCH LANDS, 1552-85 10
APPENDIX 1 . 4  THE ALIENATION OF BURGH COMMON LAND, 1569-76 26
APPENDIX 2. 1 THE POINDERS, 1574-86 30
APPENDIX 2. 2 THE HERDSMEN, 1574-86 33
APPENDIX 2. 3 THE CALF HERDS, 1574-86 37
APPENDIX 2. 4 THE OUTLANDMEN, 1574-86 39
APPENDIX 2. 5 THE MINSTRELS, 1574-86 46
APPENDIX 2. 6 THE FARMERS OF THE BURGH'S PETTY CUSTOMS, 48
1574-86
APPENDIX 2. 7 THE TREASURERS, 1574-86 64
APPENDIX 2. 8 THE MASTERS OF WORK, 1574-86 71
APPENDIX 2. 9 THE COMMON CLERKS, 1574-86 76
APPENDIX 2.10 THE PROVOSTS, 1574-86 80
APPENDIX 2.11 THE BAILIES, 1574-86 83
APPENDIX 2.12 THE COUNCILS, 1574-86 98
APPENDIX 2.13 THE KEEPERS OF THE KEYS, 1574-86 149
APPENDIX 2.14 THE LINERS, 1574-86 157
APPENDIX 2.15 THE COMMON PROCURATORS, 1574-86 165
APPENDIX 2.16 THE WATER BAILIES, 1574-86 168
APPENDIX 2.17 THE COLLECTORS OF SEAL SILVER AND BURGESS 170
HEIR FINES, 1574-86
APPENDIX 2.18 THE OFFICERS, 1574-86 173
APPENDIX 2.19 MINOR OFFICIALS (COURT), 1574-86 181
APPENDIX 2 .2 0 MINOR OFFICIALS (MARKETS), 1574-86 187
APPENDIX 2.21 MINOR OFFICIALS (FINANCE), 1574-86 193
APPENDIX 2 .2 2 MINOR OFFICIALS (PUBLIC HEALTH), 1574-86 199
APPENDIX 2.23 MINOR OFFICIALS (PUBLIC WORKS), 1574-86 213
APPENDIX 2.24 TESTAMENTS 214
APPENDIX 2.23 THE CRAFT DEACONS, 1574-86 229
APPENDIX 2.26 PRESSURE GROUPS IN THE BURGH, 1574-86 237
APPENDIX 3. 1 THE DEMISE OF THE HEAD COURTS AND THE SPECIAL 
COURTS
259
APPENDIX 3. 2 INQUESTS, 1574-86 265
APPENDIX 4. 1 THE ANNUAL STATUTES, 1574-86 274
APPENDIX 4. 2 THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE ANNUAL STATUTES 
AND THE OTHER STATUTES, 1574-86
276
APPENDIX 4. 3 AUTHORISATION OF STATUTES, 1574-86 279
APPENDIX 4. 4 PRICES, 1560-1600 282
APPENDIX 5. 1 THE TREASURERS AND THEIR ACCOUNTS, 1573-86 289
APPENDIX 3. 2 COMMON GOOD INCOME FROM BURGH LANDS, 1573-89 292
APPENDIX 5. 3 COMMON GOOD INCOME FROM BURGESS ADMISSIONS, 
1573-85
299
APPENDIX 5. 4 COMMON GOOD INCOME FROM THE PETTY CUSTOMS, 
1573-86
308
APPENDIX 5. 5 THE COMMON GOOD: THE TOTAL CHARGE, 1573-85 313
APPENDIX 5. 6 THE COMMON GOOD: THE DISCHARGE AND MAIN 
HEADS OF EXPENDITURE, 1573-85
316
APPENDIX 5. 7 COMMON GOOD EXPENDITURE ON HOSPITALITY, 
1573-85
320
BIBLIOGRAPHY 321
i i i
INTRODUCTION
For convenience the appendices which fo l lo w  are numbered in such a 
way as to  in d ic a te  which chapters  they c h ie f l y  re la te  to  : thus 
appendices 1 .1 -4  r e la te  to  the f i r s t  chapter and so f o r t h .
P a r t ic u la r  a t te n t io n  must be drawn to  the appendices to  Chapter I I ,  
which are concerned w i th  the id e n t i t y  o f  o f f i c e  ho lde rs .  From the 
in fo rm a tion  conta ined in these ta b le s  c e r ta in  arguments have been 
presented in the te x t .  I t  must be conceded however th a t  the accuracy o f  
these d e ta i l s  is  undermined by the d i f f i c u l t i e s  inherent in t r y in g  to  
d is t in g u is h  between in d iv id u a ls  w i th  the same name or a l t e r n a t i v e ly  in 
a t tem p ting  to  determine whether seve ra l d i f f e r e n t  d e s c r ip t io n s  might 
p e r ta in  to  one in d iv id u a l .  As an example o f  the former, two James 
Andersons are found. One was farmer o f  the town m i l l  p r io r  to  1576; the 
o the r was farmer o f  the town m i l l s  in 1577-78 and was a lso  one o f  the 
burgh o f f i c e r s .  I t  is  on ly  through e a r l i e r  minutes th a t  i t  can be 
confirmed th a t  these were two d i f f e r e n t  men. 1 As to  the l a t t e r  problem, 
re fe rences are found to a John Anderson, a John Anderson, c o rd in e r ,  and 
a John Anderson, 1 d ry le d d irm a n ' ,  a l l  o f  whom acted as c o u n c i l lo r s  dur ing  
t h is  pe r io d .  In  view o f  the s im i l a r i t y  o f  these occupations and the 
fa c t  th a t  the o f f i c e  held was the same i t  seems reasonable to  deduce 
th a t  these were a l l  re fe rences  to  the same man. The o v e r a l l  d i f f i c u l t y
is  c le a r l y  demonstrated in the fo l lo w in g  e x t ra c t  which shows how men o f
the same name could be a c t iv e  a t the same time : ' th e  q u h i lk  day John 
Glen e ld e r  webstar sone to  John Glen webstar is  a b s o lv i t  f r a  the clame
9
o f  John Glen h is  b ro th e r . '
C le r ic a l  p ra c t ic e  in reco rd ing  the occupations o f  in d iv id u a ls  
seems to  have depended on whether or not the town c le rk  knew the 
in d iv id u a l  c lo s e ly .  I f  he d id  no t ,  or i f  two people w ith  the same name
appeared s im u ltaneous ly  (as in the case o f  A rch iba ld  W ilson, lo r im e r ,
and h is  namesake, a merchant, both c o u n c i l lo r s  du r ing  1583-85) an 
occupation would be recorded. I f  the c le rk  knew the men w e l l ,  t h e i r  
occupation would be om it te d .  Thus Hector Stewart and Thomas Muir held 
o f f i c e  f re q u e n t ly  du r ing  t h is  pe r iod  but no occupa tiona l d e ta i l s  were 
recorded in the minutes o f  t h e i r  appointments . However i t  is  c le a r
iv
from the le e t ln g  fo r  the presidency o f  the merchants in Ju ly  1582 th a t  
Hector Stewart was a lead ing  merchant and a d ispu te  o f  Ju ly  1583 proves
th a t  Muir was a lso  a prominent merchant . 3
There are severa l prominent in d iv id u a ls  whose occupations can 
not be determined a t  a l l .  Thus the careers  fo l low ed  by W il l ia m  
Cunninghame, George Herbertson and Mr. Adam Wallace remain unknown. 
C e r ta in ly ,  as these men were very prominent o f f i c e  ho lders , they would 
be w e l l  known to  the c le rk s  but s i g n i f i c a n t l y  the testaments o f  
Cunninghame and Herbertson r e fe r  to  these men s im ply as burgesses, 
seeming to  imply th a t  the demarcation between merchants and craftsmen 
was o f  less  import to  t h e i r  contemporaries than i t  would be to  la t e r  
h is t o r  ia n s . 4
Thus in com pil ing  the data fo r  the appendices to  Chapter I I  i t  has 
proved necessary to  make some assumptions when dea ling  w i th  the
problems o f  d is t in g u is h in g  in d iv id u a ls  or o f  a s c r ib in g  occupations where
none are g iven. The former is  the more se r ious  problem and the l i s t  
which fo l lo w s  se ts  out the more complex examples. The l i s t  is  not a l l  
in c lu s iv e .  Unless there  is  good reason fo r  th in k in g  o therw ise  (as in 
the example o f  the two James Andersons) the p ra c t ic e  has been to  assume 
th a t ,  fo r  example, re fe rences to  Robert Adam and Robert Adam, merchant, 
can be regarded as re fe rences to  the same man, Robert Adam, merchant.
The second problem, th a t  o f  a s c r ib in g  occupations where none are g iven 
a t a l l ,  has been tack led  by using in fo rm a tion  de r ived  from o the r  minute 
e n t r ie s ,  the p ro to c o l books or testaments. I f  there  is  any am bigu ity  
no job  a p p e l la t io n  has been asc r ibed .
Regarding the appendices to  Chapter I I  the fo l lo w in g  system has 
been used : the absence o f  b rackets  shows the way in which an 
in d iv id u a l  was described in the o r ig i n a l ;  round bracke ts  in d ic a te  
in fo rm a tion  de r ived  from o the r  minutes o f  appointment; square b rackets  
in d ic a te  in fo rm a tion  obta ined from o the r  sources.
Anderson, James. See above.
Anderson, John. See above.
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Braidwood, James. Three appear : J. B .;  J. B .,  c o rd ln e r ;  J. B .,  younger. 
I t  has been assumed th a t  J. B .,  younger, was described thus so as to  
d is t in g u is h  him from h is  co rd in e r  namesake. Indeed a testament su rv ives  
o f  J .B . ,  e lder and c o rd in e r .5 J. B. and J. B .,  c o rd in e r ,  he ld p o s i t io n s  
o f  a s im i la r  rank and have been t re a te d  as re fe rences to  the same person, 
d i s t i n c t  from J. B., younger, who on ly  served in a minor ca pa c ity  dur ing  
times o f  plague.
Campbell, C o l in . Two appear, C. C. and C. C ., bax te r .  The l a t t e r  is  
re fe r re d  to  on ly  once as su re ty  fo r  the town m i l l s  in  1580-81 whereas 
C. C. appears as a c o u n c i l lo r  and a b a i l i e  between 1580 and 1586. I t  has
been assumed, f i r s t l y ,  th a t  these were two d i f f e r e n t  people and, secondly,
th a t  C. C. was the same C. C., merchant, who died in February 1589 
le av in g  a s ize ab le  legacy . 6 C. C., b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r ,  thus appears 
as C. C., [m e rc h a n t] .
C le rk ,  John. Four appear: J. C.; J. C., c o rd in e r ;  J. C., f ru i tm a n ;  
and J. C ., t a i l o r .  A burgess e n try  proves th a t  J. C ., c o rd in e r ,  and 
J. C., f ru i tm a n ,  were the same person . 7 Even reduced to  th ree  confus ion  
remains. The p le th o ra  o f  J. C 's .  can be ta b u la te d  thus
( i ) Council ( i i ) B ridge t o l l
Farmer Surety
1575-76 J. C., t a i l o r
1576-77 J. C ., t a i l o r
1577-78 J. C.
1579-80 J. C., t a i l o r  1579-80 J. C ., c o rd in e r  J. C., t a i l o r
7-20/10/80-81 J. C. 1580-81 J. C ., c o rd in e r  J. C., t a i l o r
1582-83 J. C. 1582-83 J. C ., fru i tm an
1583-84 J. C. 1583-84 J. C. J. C., t a i l o r
1584-85 J. C., t a i l o r  1584-85 J. C.
1585-86 J. C.
I t  has been assumed th a t  these c o n s t i tu te  re fe rences  to  two men : J. C., 
t a i l o r ,  the c o u n c i l lo r ,  and J. C., c o rd in e r / f ru i tm a n ,  the farmer o f  the 
b r idge  t o l l .
C o rb e t t /C u th b e r t , John. The wording o f  the minutes a p p o in t ing  the 
m in s t re ls  proves th a t  these were the same person . 8
v i
E lph ins tone , George. G. E. was a prominent b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r .  In  a 
minute o f  May 1579 (w h i le  a c t in g  as b a i l i e  p re s id in g  over a c o u r t )  he 
was described as G. E. ' o f  B lythswood' and h is  testament descr ibes him as 
G. E. o f  Blythswood, ' b a i l l i e  o f  the bu rch t o f  Glasgw the time o f  h is  
d e c e is ' .  Was t h is  the same man who was e lec te d  p re s id e n t o f  the 
merchants in Ju ly  1582? His fa th e r ,  h is  b ro th e r  and h is  son (who la te r  
became p rovos t)  were a lso  ch r is tene d  George and h is  son might w e l l  have 
been the merchant p re s id e n t .  However in view o f  the fa c ts  th a t  the 
c le rk s  never re fe r re d  to  G. E. as being o f  Blythswood when he was 
appointed to  o f f i c e  (and thus might be e q u a l ly  lax  when reco rd ing  h is  
e le c t io n  to  the presidency o f  the merchants), th a t  the pres idency would 
tend to  go to  a very sen io r  man, and th a t  G. E. o f  B ly thswood 's  w i l l  
d isc lo se s  cons iderab le  commercial in te re s ts ,  both lo c a l  and fo re ig n ,  i t  
has been assumed th a t  G. E. and G. E. o f  Blythswood, the b a i l i e  and 
c o u n c i l lo r ,  was a lso  G. E. [m erchan t] .  This view is  perhaps fu r th e r  
supported when i t  is  noted th a t  h is  namesake and h e i r  does not appear 
to  have been invo lved in burgh p o l i t i c s  u n t i l  he was appointed provost 
in 1600.9
Grahamv John. References are found to  J. G ., J. G ., e ld e r ,  and J. G., 
younger, and they are not e a s i ly  d is t in g u is h e d .  However J. G. and 
J. G., younger, have been t re a te d  as r e fe r r in g  to  the same person fo r  the 
fo l lo w in g  reasons.
In  October 1581 a t the e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s  J. G. 'a u ld  b a i l l i e '  and 
J. G., e ld e r ,  were both lee ted  but J. G., younger, was e le c te d .
Therefore the J. G. who was a b a i l i e  in 1580-81 must have been J. G., 
younger, and the J. G. who appeared on the o r ig i n a l  le e t  o f  4 October 
1580 was probably  the same man, the,more so s ince  the o the r two 
b a i l i e s  appointed by ro y a l command on 19 October 1580 had a lso  been on 
the o r ig i n a l  le e t .  I f  so i t  would seem th a t  having f a i l e d  to  become a 
b a i l i e  in the f i r s t  e le c t io n  o f  4 October 1580, J. G., younger, was 
e lec ted  to  the c o u n c i l  and sa t on i t  u n t i l  he was appointed b a i l i e  two 
weeks la t e r .  S im i la r ly  i t  is  l i k e l y  th a t  the J. G. who appeared as a 
c o u n c i l lo r  in 1578-79 and 1579-80 and who attended a u d its  o f  the 
accounts a t  t h is  pe r iod  was a lso  the same man, as b a i l i e s  were ( i t  
would seem) in v a r ia b ly  men w i th  c o n c i l i a r  experience.
v i i
Based on these arguments the fo l lo w in g  p a t te rn  is  a r r iv e d  a t :
J. G., younger J. G . , e ld e r
C o u n c i l lo r  1578-80 (assumed)
Leeted b a i l i e  4 /10/80 ( " )
C o u n c i l lo r  7-20/10/80 ( " )
B a i l i e ,  per ro y a l l e t t e r  
o f  19/10/80, 1580-81 (deduced)
B a i l i e  1581-82 ( d e f in i t e )
C o u n c i l lo r  1583-84 ( " )
C o u n c i l lo r  1584-85 ( " )
B a i l i e  1585-86 ( " )
Counc i l l o r  
Leeted b a i l i e  
Counc i l l o r
20/10/80-81
1581
1581-82
Leeted t re a s u re r  1582
Leeted and e lec te d  b a i l i e  2/10/82
but removed from o f f i c e .
L indsay, Dav id . References are found to  D. L . ,  D. L . ,  e ld e r ,  and D. L . ,  
younger. As D. L . ,  younger, occurs on ly  once (as a su re ty  in 1578-79 to  
the farmers o f  the la d le )  but D. L. and D. L . ,  e ld e r ,  held major o f f i c e s  
between 1574 and 1581 i t  has been assumed th a t  D. L. and D. L . ,  e ld e r ,  
were the same person. D. L . ,  e lder, was a b a i l i e  in 1578-79 and on one 
occasion, on 14 October 1578, was re fe r re d  to  as ' o f  K i t t o c h s id e ' ,  so 
th a t  h.e was probably the same man who had been a b a i l i e  in 1564-65 and 
p o s s ib ly  a lso  in 1552-53. 10
Lindsay, John. J. L . ,  J. L . ,  merchant ( th re e  tim es), and J. L. son o f  
M ichael Lindsay (once) held va r ious  o f f i c e s ,  1575 to  1586. These have 
been t re a te d  as re fe rences to  the same person.
M uir, Thomas. T. M. and T. M. son to  Robert Muir have been t re a te d  as 
re fe rences to  the same person (and he has been id e n t i f i e d  as [merchant] 
from a d ispu te  o f  1 5 8 3 ) .11
S c o tt ,  John. J. S. and J. S., baxter, held s im i la r  o f f i c e s ,  not m u tua lly  
e x c lu s iv e ,  between 1581 and 1586. A l l  re fe rences  have been taken to 
r e fe r  to  J. S ., b a x te r .  However in the l i s t  o f  plague quarte rm asters  o f  
1584 two J. S 's ., appear. One has been t re a te d  as J. S ., the o the r  as 
J. S ., bax te r .
S tew art,  John. J. S ., J. S ., younger, and J. S. o f  Bowhouse are 
found. A c le a r  d i s t i n c t i o n  between the la s t  two is  found in the second
v i i i
c o u n c i l  o f  1580-81. I t  has been assumed th a t  J. S. and J. S ., younger, 
were the same person, d i s t i n c t  from J. S. o f  Bowhouse.
S tewart, W i l l ia m . W. S. was a c o u n c i l lo r  in 1585-86. The prev ious 
c o u n c i l  included W. S. o f  B e lt re e s .  These have been t re a te d  as the same 
person.
S t ru th e rs ,  C onve ll/D ona ld . These have been t re a te d  as the same person,
though the two v a r ia n ts  are given as they appear in the o r ig in a l
^ 12 records.
Watson, John. References are found to J. W., J. W., e ld e r ,  and J. W., 
younger. As J. W., younger, became an o f f i c e r  in  1574, a post 
subsequently he ld by J.W., i t  has been assumed th a t  these were the same 
man. J. W., e ld e r ,  on ly  appears once, as a plague o f f i c i a l  in 1574.
Watt, W i l l ia m . W. W., master o f  work and c o u n c i l lo r ,  1574-75, had died 
by May 1575.13 He must thus be d is t in g u is h e d  from W. W., c a l f  herd,
1580-81.
W ilson, A rc h ib a ld . References are found to  A. W., A. W., lo r im e r ,  and A. W., 
merchant. I t  has been assumed th a t  A. W. and A.W., merchant, were the 
same man.
W ilson, James. A J. W. appears as a l i n e r  on severa l occasions between 
1578 and 1586. He i's always described as a mason save once : i t  has
thus been assumed th a t  the J. W. who acted as a l i n e r  was J. W., mason.
This i s  to  d is t in g u is h  him from J. W., merchant, a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1576-77.
A J. W. a lso  appears as an outlandman in  1578-79 and elsewhere as a sure ty  
fo r  the la d le  and b r idge  t o l l s ,  both in  1576-77. I t  has been assumed th a t  
t h i s  was a lso  J. W., merchant. I t  has been fu r th e r  assumed th a t  the 
re fe rence  to  a James Anderson Wilson on the le e t  fo r  the t re a s u re rs h ip  in  
1574 was a c l e r i c a l  e r ro r  fo r  J. W. and th a t  t h is  was J. W., merchant.
W ilson, John. Reference occurs seve ra l times to  J. W. and J. W., powderer
or pew tere r, and once to  J. W., merchant. Of these, a J. W. i s  found as a 
herdsman in  1574-75 bu t ,  as the herdsmen were minor o f f i c i a l s ,  i t  seems 
reasonable to  assume th a t  t h is  was not the same J. W. who held h igh o f f i c e  
and was lee ted  b a i l i e  in  1577. There are thus fou r  J. W's. Having 
separated the herdsman and a lso
ix
the merchant (found as su re ty  fo r  the la d le  in 1574-75) the re  remain 
J. W. and J. W., pew terer, c o u n c i l lo r  and b a i l i e  1574-80 passim, who was 
a lso  lee ted  master o f  work 1576-84, pass im. These have been t re a te d  as 
re fe rences to  one man.
Young, Robert. References occur to  R. Y ., R. Y ., baxter, and R. Y ., 
c o rd in e r .  As R. Y ., c o rd in e r ,  was lee ted  t re a s u re r  in 1580 and 1581 and 
R. Y. in 1582, 1583 and 1584, these have been t re a te d  as re fe rences  to
the same person, d i s t i n c t  from R. Y . , b a x te r ,  a s te n te r  in 1577 and a
c o u n c i l lo r  in 1579-80.
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APPENDIX 1.1
PROVOSTS AND BAILIES OF THE BURGH AND BAILIES OF THE REGALITY, 1550-90
1. Provosts and B a i l ie s  o f  the Burgh, 155Q-901
Date Provost B a i l ie s
1550-51 James Hamilton o f  
Torrance or Andrew 
Hamilton o f  Cochno
Andrew Dunlop, John Muir
1551-52 Andrew Hamilton o f  
Cochno
Mr John H a l l ,  John Muir
1552-53 (1 David L indsay, David Lyon
1553-54 II Mr John H a l l ,  John Muir
1554-55 ft
o
Andrew Dunlop, John Muir
1555-56 II
2
Michael L indsay, David Lyon
1556-57 II
2
David Lyon, John Muir
Mr John H a l l ,  George H e rbe rtson 3
1557-58 II Mr John H a l l ,  George Herbertson
1558-59 II Mr John H a l l ,  Mr Adam Wallace
1559-60 Andrew Hamilton o f  
Cochno or Robert 
Lindsay o f  Dunrod
James Fleming, John M uir, Mr Adam 
Wallace
1560-61 Robert Lindsay o f  
Dunrod
James Law, David Lyon
1561-62 ii A rch ib a ld  Lyon, John W ilson 4
1562-63 A rch ib a ld  Lyon, John Wilson
1563-64 Richard Ross, Mr Adam Wallace
1564-65 James Law, David Lindsay o f  
K i t to c h s id e
1565-66 S i r  John Stewart o f  
M into
Richard Ross, Mr Adam Wallace
1566-67 11 George Herbertson, Matthew H e r io t
1567-68 II Richard Ross, Mr Adam Wallace
1568-69 ft Richard Ross, Mr Adam Wallace
1569-70 II Mr John H a l l ,  Matthew H e r io t ,  Mr 
Adam Wallace
1570-71 It James Fleming, Matthew H e r io t ,  Mr 
Adam Wallace
1571-72 [ " ] James Fleming, Mr Adam Wallace, John 
Wilson
1
Date Provost Ba i l i e s
1572-73 S ir  John Stewart o f  
Minto
George E lph ins tone , A rch iba ld  Lyon, 
Mr Adam Wallace
1573-74 Robert Lord Boyd George E lph ins tone , James Fleming, 
A rch ib a ld  Lyon
1574-75 fl George E lph ins tone , A rch iba ld  Lyon, 
Mr Adam Wallace
1575-76 ft Andrew B a i l l i e ,  W il l iam  Cunninghame
1576-77 tl George E lph ins tone , John Wilson
1577-78 Thomas Crawford o f  
Jordanh i l l
Robert Rowat, Mr Adam Wallace
1578-79 Robert, e a r l  o f  
Lennox
W il l ia m  Cunninghame, George 
E lph ins tone , David L indsay, e ld e r
1579-80 ft W il l ia m  Cunninghame, George 
E lph ins tone
1580-81 Esme, e a r l  o f7 5
Lennox
John Graham (younger),  Hector 
S tew art,  Robert Stewart
1581-82 Matthew Stewart o f  
M into
C o lin  Campbell, John Graham (younger), 
Robert Stewart
1582-83 S i r 6 Matthew Stewart 
o f  Minto
W il l ia m  Cunninghame, Robert S tewart, 
Mr Adam Wallace
1583-84 John, e a r l  o f  
Montrose
W il l ia m  Cunninghame, Robert S tewart, 
Mr Adam Wallace
1584-85 S ir  W il l iam  
L iv ing s ton e  o f  
K i l s y th
W il l ia m  Cunninghame, George 
E lph ins tone , Robert Rowat
1585-86 ft John Graham (younger),  Robert Rowat, 
Robert Stewart
1586-87 John Anderson, John L indsay, Mr Adam 
Wallace
1587-88 S ir  Matthew Stewart 
o f  Minto
Robert Rowat, Robert S tew art,  Mr 
Adam Wallace
1588-89 If James Fleming, Robert Rowat, James 
Stewart
1589-90 t? W il l ia m  Cunninghame, Robert Rowat, 
James Stewart
2. B a i l i e s  o f  the R e g a l i ty ,  1550-90
The archbishops o f  Glasgow adm in is te red  t h e i r  barony and r e g a l i t y  
o f  Glasgow ( the  terms appear to  have been used synonymously) through a 
b a i l i e  (o r  b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l )  who in tu rn  f re q u e n t ly  delegated h is
2
powers to  a depute b a i l i e .  I t  was the depute b a i l i e  who in r e a l i t y  d e a lt  
w i th  the business associa ted  w ith  the p o s i t io n  and he was f re q u e n t ly ,  
though not always, the p rovost o f  the burgh . 7 The b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l  
tended to  be an important magnate and i t  was thus unusual to  f in d  the 
provost a c t in g  in  t h is  c a p a c ity .  However t h is  seems to  have occurred 
dur ing  the p rovos tsh ip  o f  Matthew second e a r l  o f  Lennox, c . 1510-13, fo r  
in  1578 i t  was s ta ted  w ith  regard to  h is  grandson, Matthew fo u r th  e a r l  o f  
Lennox, th a t  he ( the  fo u r th  e a r l )  'h i s  g u id s i re ,  g rand s ire ,  fo i rg ra n d s i re  
and a l l  u th e r is  h is  f o i r b e a r is  wer k y n d l ie  b a i l l i e s  o f  the samyn and b ro u k i t  
the o f f i c e  t h a i r o f  past a l l  memory.'3
In  1545, fo l lo w in g  the e c l ip s e  o f  the Lennox in te r e s t ,  archbishop 
Dunbar appointed James e a r l  o f  Arran ( l a t e r  duke o f  C h a te lh e ra u l t )
Q
b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y  fo r  a pe r iod  o f  n ineteen years. During the
1550s re fe rences to  him as ' b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l '  and to  p rovost Andrew
Hamilton o f  Cochno as ' b a i l i e  depute ' can be t ra c e d . 10 A s im i la r
arrangement was adopted when Matthew fo u r th  e a r l  o f  Lennox re tu rned  to
Scotland and was appointed (o s te n s ib ly  by the archbishop, but in
r e a l i t y  by the crown) to  the b a i l i e s h ip  o f  the r e g a l i t y  in Ju ly  1565,
1 1again fg r  a per iod  o f  n ineteen years. S h o r t ly  a f te rw ards  S i r  John
Stewart o f  Minto ( l a t e r ,  i f  not a lready , p rovos t)  was c o n s t i tu te d
b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y  by a l e t t e r  o f  b a i l l i a r y  granted by the e a r l  :
th a t  is  to  say, Lennox remained b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l  but Minto was depute
12b a i l i e  w i th  f u l l  powers to  ac t on the e a r l ' s  b e h a lf .
On the death o f  Lennox in September 1571 M into appears to  have 
become, on the bas is  o f  the 1565 l e t t e r  o f  b a i l l i a r y ,  f u l l  b a i l i e  on 
b e h a lf  o f  the young k in g .  James VI was the e a r l ' s  successor and by th is  
time was a lso  f u l l y  in possession o f  the te m p o ra l i t ie s  o f  the see,
Beaton having been f o r f e i t e d  one year e a r l i e r .1-5
Minto remained p rovos t o f  the burgh u n t i l  October 1573. One
month la t e r  Robert Lord Boyd, h is  successor as p rovos t ,  removed him from
the b a i l i e s h i p 1^  and when Boyd was reappoin ted to  the p rovos tsh ip  in
October 1574 i t  was dec lared th a t  ' th e  o f f i c e  o f  p ro v e s t r ie  . . .  has
newir or s e y n d i l l  been s e p a ra t i t  in s in d ry  persounes handis f r a  the
b a i l l i e r i e  o f  oure b a ro n ie ' ,  a comment which does not bear c lose
15s c ru t in y ,  fo r  such a s i t u a t io n  had on ly  ob ta ined s ince 1571.
3
Boyd th e re fo re  was both provost o f  the burgh and b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l  
o f  the r e g a l i t y  du r ing  1573-77. That he was regarded as being the l a t t e r  
was confirmed by the record o f  a co u r t  he ld in Glasgow on 23 A p r i l  1577 
by Robert Lord Boyd, ' b a i l l i e  p r i n c i p a l l '  w i th  George E lph ins tone  (then 
a burgh b a i l i e )  and Mr Adam Wallace s ty le d  as h is  d e p u t ie s .16 In  
October 1577 Thomas Crawford became p rovos t but Boyd re ta in e d  the 
b a i l i e s h ip .
However the crown in s t i t u t e d  proceedings aga ins t Boyd fo r  usurp ing 
t h is  p o s i t io n  and in May 1578 i t  was res to red  to  the k ing  as e a r l  o f
17Lennox. In  Ju ly  Boyd fo rm a l ly  res igned the post in to  the hands o f  the 
k in g ,  ' f o r  the lu fe  and favour q u h i lk  the sa id  Lord b e r is  to  Robert 
e a r l  o f  Lennox', (who had become e a r l  in June). 18 The fa c t  th a t  e a r l  
Robert became b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l  is  f u r th e r  su b s ta n t ia te d  by the terms o f  
h is  re s ig n a t io n  o f  the earldom in March 1580, which re fe r re d  to  Robert 
having been 'ass ignay to  the l e t t e r  o f  b a i l l i e r i e  maid to  our [ ie  the 
k in g 's ]  sa id  umquhile dearest g u id s i re  [ e a r l  Matthew] o f  the r e g a l i t i e
1Qo f  G lasgw'. However there  a lso  s u rv ive s  from June 1578 (one month 
p r io r  to  e a r l  R obe rt 's  apparent accession to  the post o f  b a i l i e  
p r in c ip a l )  a l e t t e r  o f  b a i l l i a r y  and j u s t i c i a r y  issued by the crown, 
n a r ra t in g  th a t  the p r in c ip a l  b a i l i e s h ip  was then in the k in g 's  hands 
but as i t  was 'n a th e r  conven ien tno r  p o s s ib le ' fo r  him to  exe rc ise  the 
o f f i c e  i t  was to  be en trus te d  to  S i r  John Stewart o f  M into and h is  son
on
Matthew S tewart, fo r  n ineteen years. A t te n t io n  may a lso  be drawn to  
two e n t r ie s  in the burgh ac t books: a s i t t i n g  o f  a co u r t  on 12 January 
1580 ' i n  presens o f  Matthew Steward o f  Mynto b a i l l i e  o f  the baron ie
o -j
f e i r s a id  h is  barrone c o u r t '  and the p roc lam a tion  o f  the f a i r  on 6 
Ju ly  1581 where re fe rence  was made to  'Esme e r le  o f  Lennox . . .  prouest
OO
and b a i l l i e  o f  the b a ro n ie . '  The e x p lana t ion  fo r  t h i s  seeming 
p le th o ra  o f  b a i l i e s  o f  the barony and r e g a l i t y  is  th a t  the Mintos 
acted as b a i l i e s  depute fo r  e a r l  Robert and e a r l  Esme, who were the 
b a i l i e s  p r in c ip a l .
■After e a r l  Esme ' s f l i g h t  in la te  1582 the p r in c ip a l  b a i l  ie sh ip  may have
23passed in to  the hands o f  Matthew Stewart o f  Minto who was a lso  
p ro vo s t ,  but t h is  can not be v e r i f i e d .  M into probably  continued as 
b a i l i e  depute under the Arran government, a lthough again t h is  can not 
be proved, and cons ide r in g  h is  p o l i t i c s  he may have been te m p o ra r i ly
4
removed, as he was from the p rovos tsh ip  ( in  October 1583). 24 However
i t  is  known th a t  h is  successor as burgh p rovos t ,  the e a r l  o f  Montrose,
was a lso  b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l  fo r  in December 1583 he resigned the
b a i l i e s h ip  o f  the r e g a l i t y  in to  the hands o f  the in fa n t  Ludovick duke
25o f  Lennox and h is  guard ian and g re a t -u n c le ,  Robert e a r l  o f  March. 
Throughout the remainder o f  t h is  pe r iod  the post o f  b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l  
remained w i th  the young duke and Matthew Stewart re ta in e d  the depute 
b a i l i e s h ip .
In  conc lus ion , i t  is  im portant to  d is t in g u is h  between the ' b a i l i e  
p r in c ip a l '  and the 'depute b a i l i e '  o f  the r e g a l i t y .  Secondly, u n t i l  
the 1570s i t  was unusual fo r  the provost to  ac t as b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l .  
However a f t e r  e a r l  Matthew's death in 1571 S i r  John Stewart o f  M into and 
then Lord Boyd were both provos ts  and b a i l i e s  p r in c ip a l .  Thomas Crawford 
acted on ly  as p rovos t but h is  successors (both  the e a r ls  o f  Lennox, 
p o s s ib ly  Matthew Stewart fo r  a sh o r t  t im e, and the e a r l  o f  Montrose) 
served a lso  as b a i l i e s  p r in c ip a l  o f  the r e g a l i t y .  Only in 1584 d id  a 
s i t u a t io n  ak in  to  the o ld e r  p ra c t ic e  re tu rn  w ith  the posts o f  provost 
( S i r  W il l ia m  L iv in g s to n e ) ,  b a i l i e  p r in c ip a l  ( the  duke o f  Lennox) and 
depute, b a i l i e  (S tewart o f  M in to) being t re a te d  as separate o f f i c e s .
NOTES
1. For the  p rovos ts  see l i s t  in  G las. C hrs. ,  i ,  p t . i ,  p .d c x x x iv , bu t fo r  more 
accu ra te  d e ta i ls  re g a rd in g  the  1550s see a lso  SRA A & GN 1541 (no tes by A. M.
Jackson on the  p re -R e fo rm a tion  p rovos ts  o f  G lasgow). On M in to 's  p ro vo s tsh ip  in  
1587-88 see SRA MS CH2/550/1 f8 0 r . For the  b a i l ie s  the  c h ie f  sources are the  
town c le r k 's  p ro to c o ls , p r in te d  in  P ro t. Bk. Glasgow, v o ls . i - x  passim . For both 
the  p rovos ts  and the  b a i l ie s  between 1574 and 1590 the  main sources a re  the 
o r ig in a l  a c t books, SRA MS C 1 /1 /1 -3 , the  d e ta i ls  th e re in  appearing in  G las. Rees. ,  
i ,  22-144 passim. For fu r th e r  d e ta i ls  re g a rd in g  the  1574-86 p e rio d  see Appendix 
2 .10  (p ro v o s ts ) , below P80-82 and 2.11 ( b a i l ie s )  below P83-97.
2. Appointments e ffe c te d  w ith o u t the  consent o f  a rchb ishop Beaton. See V o l . I ,
Chapter I ,  P18-21.
3. Replaced Lyon and M uir in  June 1557 : see P ro t. Bk. Glasgow, i i ,  and compare nos. 
316-63 w ith  n o s .364-395.
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4. P r io r  to  1574 the d e ta i ls  o f  le e ts  fo r  the  post o f  b a i l ie  are  unknown, w ith  the
excep tion  o f  the  e le c t io n  o f  September 1561. Besides Lyon and W ilson , a lso  le e te d
were James Law, David Lyon, Mr Adam W allace, Andrew Dunlop, Mr Adam Colquhoun,
James Boyd and James F lem ing. W ilson was s p e c i f ic a l ly  s ty le d  'pew derar' and i s  the 
o n ly  known in s ta n ce  o f  a cra ftsm an b a i l ie .  See G las. C hrs. ,  i ,  p t . i i ,  127 and 
Appendix 2.11 below, P83-97.
5. Esme se igneur d 'Aub igny was crea ted  e a r l o f  Lennox in  March 1580 and duke o f
Lennox in  August 1581 : Scots Peerage, v , 356.
6. From February 1583, fo l lo w in g  the  death o f  h is  fa th e r ,  S ir  John S tew art o f  M into  :
Scots Peerage, i i ,  80.
7. See Renwick and L indsay, Glasgow, 319 n .3 , 347; SRA A & GN 1541 (no tes by A. M. 
Jackson on the  p re -R e fo rm a tion  p ro vo s ts  o f  Glasgow) pp12-13 which in c lu d e s  examples 
o f  b a i l ie s  depute who were no t p ro vo s ts . For a d iscu ss io n  o f  the  p o in ts  noted 
here and below see P ro t. Bk. Glasgow, v i i ,  p .71 n .1 .
8. RPC, i i ,  697-698.
9. G las. C hrs. ,  i ,  p t . i ,  16.
10. I b id . ,  p .d x l and SRA MS T-PM 25 /9 .
11. SRA MS A 1/55/25. Th is  document, a l e t t e r  o f  b a i l l i a r y  o f  June 1578, n a rra te s  th a t 
Matthew e a r l o f  Lennox was appo in ted  on 10 J u ly  1565 by archb ishop Beaton (who was 
however then in  e x i le )  w ith  the  consent o f  the  dean and ch a p te r. C h a te lh e ra u lt had 
agreed to  stand down in  October 1564 a t the  queen's request (RPC, i,2 9 0 )  and i t  
seems c e r ta in  th a t the  1565 g ra n t was made by the  crown, the  re fe re n ce  to  Beaton
in  the  1578 document e i th e r  be ing an anachronism o r a r e f le c t io n  o f  the  e a r l ie r  
document's p re te n s io n s  to  le g it im a c y .
12. RPC, i i ,  697-698. In  view o f  what i s  known about the  s im ila r  g ra n t made in  1578 and 
the  re s u lt in g  s i tu a t io n  whereby th e re  was a b a i l ie  depute a c tin g  fo r  a b a i l ie
p r in c ip a l ,  i t  is  h ig h ly  u n l ik e ly  th a t e a r l  Matthew a c tu a l ly  re lin q u is h e d  a l l
in te r e s t  in  the  b a i l ie s h ip  in  1565.
13. Scots Peerage, v, 353; D iu rn a l o f  O ccu rre n ts , 188.
14. RPC, i i ,  697-698; RMS, i v ,  n o .2407.
15. G las. Rees. ,  i ,  22.
16. SRA MS C1/1/1 f133v. W allace, in  June 1578, was again  re fe r re d  to  as 'ane o f  the
b a i l l ie s  d e p u tt o f  the  b a ro n ie ' : i b i d . , f1 9 9 r.
17. RPC, i i ,  697-698.
18. RPC, i i i ,  8 -9  and Scots Peerage, v, 355.
19. RPC, i i i ,  272.
6
20. SRA MS A1/55 /25 .
21. SRA MS C1/1/1 f247v.
22 G las. Rees. ,  i ,  88.
23. S ir  John S tew art o f  M in to  had d ied  in  February 1583 : Scots Peerage, i i ,  80.
24. A m inute re fe re n ce  co n firm s  th a t  he was s t i l l  a c t in g  as b a i l ie  o f  the  barony in
J u ly  1583 : SRA MS C 1/1 /2  f9 1 r .  See a lso  V o l . I ,  P113.
25. RPC, i i i ,  614.
7
APPENDIX 1 .2
THE ELECTION DISPUTE OF 1554-57
•i
B a i l ie s  appointed w ith ou t the consent o f  the s u p e r io r
1554-1555 Andrew Dunlop, John Muir
1555-1556 Michael L indsay, David Lyon
1556-June 1557 David Lyon, John Muir
'C o u n c i l '  1553-54
On 12 February 1555 a commission was issued under the g rea t s e a l ,  w i th
the consent o f  the duke o f  C h a te lh e ra u lt  as b a i l i e  o f  the r e g a l i t y  o f
Glasgow,empowering Robert H e r io t  and th ree  o the rs  to  hold cou r ts  o f  the 
r e g a l i t y  o f  Glasgow in the to lb o o th  o f  Edinburgh to  take c o g n it io n  
regard ing  the com pla in t o f  archbishop Beaton th a t  a t  Michaelmas 1554 
John Muir and Andrew Dunlop had usurped the b a i l ie s h ip s  o f  
the burgh w ith o u t h is  consent. In  t h is  they had been supported by the 
fo l lo w in g  men 'and o the r pretended c i t i z e n s  and in d w e lla rs  o f  the c i t y  
who were p re tend ing  th a t  they held o f f i c e  and had then on ly  been o f  the 
counci-1 in the year . . .  p re c e d in g ',  v l z :
John Stewart o f  M into 3 John Wilson Thomas Anderson
David Lyon John Rob Thomas Lymburner
John Stewart o f  Bogtoun John M art in John Rank ine 3
W il l ia m  Watt John Wan W il l ia m  Lowdean
W il l ia m  H a l l A rch iba ld  B lackburn Thomas Spang
W il l ia m  Lindsay A rch iba ld  Muir John Boyd
Robert Cochrane W il l ia m  Donaldson Mr David Wilson *
W il l ia m  Roger James Graham W il l ia m  H e r io t
David Lindsay Matthew H e r io t A rch iba ld  Lyon
Mr John H a l l3 James Wilson Michael Lindsay
Henry B u r r e l l3 Robert Muir W il l ia m  Hegate3
Andrew Muir P a t r ic k  M i l l a r
8
NOTES
1. See Appendix 1 .1 , above P1.
2. G las . C hrs. ,  i ,  p t . i ,  p . d x l i ;  see a lso  SRO MS CS7/15 f6 r .
3. D epos itions  were taken from these men on 9 December 1556 and 20 January 1557, d u rin g  
the  proceedings heard be fo re  the  Lords o f  C ounc il and Session : SRO MS RH 11/32/1 /1  
n o s .8 and 9 .
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APPENDIX 1 .3
THE ALIENATION OF CHURCH LANDS, 1552-85
This survey has been based on in fo rm a tion  e x tra c te d  from the town 
c le r k s '  p ro to c o l books w i th  supplementary d e ta i l s  gleaned from the g rea t seal 
and p r iv y  sea l r e g is te r s .  I t  should be noted however th a t  the loss  o f  
Henry G ibson 's p ro to c o ls  between 1576 and 1581 c o n s t i tu te s  a se r iou s  gap 
in these re c o rd s . 1
In  a l l ,  s ix te e n  t ra n s a c t io n s  which d e f i n i t e l y  invo lved the 
a l ie n a t io n  o f  church p rope rty  in the burgh by means o f  feu c h a r te rs  can 
be traced  dur ing  the 1550s, but the number o f  a l ie n a t io n s  may w e l l  have 
been g re a te r  s ince there  are severa l t ra n s a c t io n s  in v o lv in g  c le r i c s
o
where i t  is  not c le a r  whether church or p r iv a te  p ro p e r ty  was invo lved .
A f te r  the Reformation the number o f  a l ie n a t io n s  increased markedly.
About seventy such conveyances or reconveyances o f  ' f i r s t  g e n e ra t ion ' 
a l ie n a t io n s  can be traced du r ing  the 1560s and, in  a l l ,  a t o t a l  o f  about 
150 t ra n s a c t io n s  r e la t in g  to  church p ro p e r ty  can be found between 1560 
and 1585.
Because o f  the number o f  t ra n s a c t io n s ,  the in fo rm a tio n  in the 
fo l lo w in g  ta b le s  has been con fined  to  d e f in i t e  examples o f  a l ie n a t io n s  
by way o f  feu ch a r te rs  or s im i la r  t ra n s a c t io n s  in v o lv in g  the burgh or 
known burgh p o l i t i c i a n s .-5 Table 1 r e la te s  to  the 1550s. Table 2 
r e la te s  to  the pe r iod  1560 to  1585. Both ta b le s  are r e s t r i c t e d  to  
p ro p e r ty  w i th in  the burgh but i t  is  im portant to  note th a t  the process 
extended to  church possessions o u tw ith  the burgh. M into obta ined 
church lands in P r i e s t h i l l ,4 B lythswood ,5 Polmadie and C o r s h i l l6, and 
the ru ined  manse o f  Govan p a r is h 7 between 1564 and 1572, w h ile  George 
E lph ins tone  was granted the re c to r  o f  E rs k in e ' s lands o f  Blythswood in 
1563.8 Another fe a tu re  to  be noted is  th a t  a f t e r  March 1567 the 
m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l  were vested w i th  the s u p e r io r i t y  o f  the 
church p ro p e r t ie s  w i th in  the burgh and these were to  be used fo r  'god ly  
pu rposes ';  ye t i t  is  c le a r  from the p ro to c o ls  th a t  these men used p a r t  
o f  t h is  g i f t  fo r  t h e i r  own purposes. I t  w i l l  a lso  be noted th a t  Queen 
Mary's founda tion  o f  March 1567, and th e re fo re  a lso  the bu rgh 's  g i f t  
o f  those church p ro p e r t ie s  to  the u n iv e r s i t y  in January 1573, excluded
10
the c a thed ra l prebends, and the canons continued to  a l ie n a te  t h e i r
9
p ro p e r t ie s  w ith o u t  re fe rence  to  the burgh a u th o r i te s  a f te r  1567.
A bb re v ia t io ns  used in tab le s
B b a i l i e s  P p rovos t ( o f  the burgh)
C c o u n c i l  p rbs . prebendaries
chap. chap la in  p rby . prebendary
chap ly . ch a p la in ry  q umquhile/deceased
d & c dean and chapter r  r e c to r
F feu c h a r te r  R re s ig n a t io n
G g ran t 5 sa le
p parson v v ic a r
Note: Burgh p o l i t i c i a n s  are in d ica te d  in  upper case.
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NOTES
1. Prot.Bk. Glasgow, v i i i ,  p p .v i i-v i i i .
2. For example, ib id . , i i ,  nos.357, 364, 365.
3. For the other ' f i r s t  generation' alienations of church properties within the burgh,
which did not involve burgh p o litic ian s  see, for the 1550s, Prot. Bk. Glasgow, i ,
nos.116, 156, 209; ib id .,  i i ,  nos.314, 412, 477, 505; Glas. Chrs.,  i i ,  p .517;
RMS, iv , nos.2496, 2497. Likewise for the 1560 to 1585 period see Prot. Bk. Glasgow, 
i i i ,  nos.784, 857, 962; ib id .,  v, nos.1368, 1369, 1375, 1380, 1467, 1477, 1510; 
ib id . , v i,n o s .1649 and 1734; ib id . v i i  nos.1981 and 2245; ib id . , v i i i ,  nos.2324,
2390; RMS, iv , nos.2035, 2664, 2954, 2957; ib id .,  v, no.545; RSS, v i,  nos.868,
1662; ib id . , v i i i ,  nos.1565, 1849, 2616.
4. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v, no .1490.
5. Ib id .,  v , no .1513. Minto reconveyed part of th is  to William Hegate, then town 
c lerk , in March 1567 : ib id . , no .1548.
6. Ib id .,  no .1504.
7. Ib id .,  v i, no.1688 and RMS, v , no.599.
8. RMS, iv , no .1785.
9. For example, the conveyance to Robert Lindsay in October 1573 in the second 
table. For a l is t  of other examples see n.137 to Chapter I  atP43 of V o l.I.
10. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v o l s . i i i - v i i i ,  nos.876-79, 882, 892, 894, 895, 899-901, 909, 910, 
923, 1534, 1536, 1602, 1646, 1670, 1671, 1703, 1714, 1717, 1727, 1750, 1908, 1939, 
2017, 2273. Among the beneficiaries in these transactions were Mr. Adam Wallace 
(no.882; on his p o lit ic a l career see n.123 to Chapter I  at P41 of V o l . I . ) ,  Robert 
Muir (no.894; prominent councillor, 1574-86 passim). David Lyon (nos.899, 900,
1646, 1727; e x -b a ilie  1560/1), Mr Henry Gibson (no.923; common clerk c .1568-81 and 
subsequently a councillo r), James Anderson (n o .1536; farmer of m ill in the 1570s), 
Michael Baird (no .1714; common procurator 1573-74 and leeted for clerkship,
1574-76) and Colin Campbell (n o .1717; b a ilie  1581/82 and councillo r).
11. In October 1582 Fleming reconveyed the new k irk  property plus another old church,
St. Tenew's k irk  on south side of St. Tenew's Gate, to his daughter and son-in-law  
(Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i i ,  no.2462). Presumably he had obtained St. Tenew's k irk  
from the magistrates and council about the time of the deed under discussion.
About 1592 the ground on which the new k irk  stood was reacquired by the burgh and 
became the s ite  of the Tron church (Glas. Chrs. ,  i ,  p t . i ,  p.1x n).
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APPENDIX 1 .4
THE ALIENATION OF BURGH COMMON LAND, 1569-76
During 1568-1569 S i r  John Stewart o f  M into ( the  p rovos t)  and the
b a i l i e s ,  c o u n c i l  and community o f  Glasgow began to  a l ie n a te  in to  p r iv a te
hands p a r ts  o f  the bu rgh 's  common lands. There were precedents fo r  t h is
a c t i v i t y  : the town c le r k 's  p ro to c o l books record e a r l i e r  a l ie n a t io n s  
1
in the 1550's and many t ra n s a c t io n s  in the post-Reform ation  pe r iod
r e fe r  to  o ther p o r t io n s  o f  the te r r a  cam pestris  (a ra b le )  and the te r r a
communis (waste and p a s to ra l )  which had been lo s t  to  the common good o f
2
the burgh a t some e a r l i e r  date. However the t ra n s a c t io n s  o f  the la te  
1560s and e a r ly  1570s were in d ic a t iv e  o f  the process whereby M into and 
h is  assoc ia tes  took advantage o f  the absence o f  the archbishop and the 
t ro u b le d  nature o f  the times to  f u r th e r  t h e i r  own p r iv a te  en d s .3 A few 
o f  these t ra n s fe rs  are recorded in the p ro to c o l  books o f  the town 
c le rk s  and demonstrate t h i s  phenomenon.
In May 1574 W il l iam  Maxwell, on b e h a lf  o f  the merchants, and s ix  
unnamed deacons, on b e h a lf  o f  the cra ftsm en, p ro tes ted  th a t  no p a r t  o f  
the common muirs should be g iv e n . to  James Boyd 'o r  to  ony w th e r is  
mair nor is  e l l i s  d e l t '  and th a t  a l ie n a t io n s  au tho r ised  w ith o u t  t h e i r
4consent should be re c a l le d .  This appa ren t ly  had l i t t l e  i f  any e f f e c t ,
but two years l a t e r ,  in June 1576, the community complained th a t  the
then p rovos t,  Robert Lord Boyd, the b a i l i e s  and c e r ta in  o f  the c o u n c i l
had been over-zea lous in rewarding t h e i r  ' p a r t i c u l a r i s ' w i th  p a r ts  o f
the commons to  the ex ten t th a t  the burgesses would 'want the p a s tu r in g
o f  guddis fo r  the susten ing  o f  our b a b ie s ' . 5 C le a r ly  Boyd had
fo llow ed the example o f  h is  predecessor, Stewart o f  Minto, and, as a
re s u l t  o f  t h is  second com p la in t ,  a moratorium was placed on fu r th e r
a l ie n a t io n s .  How s t r in g e n t l y  t h is  was enforced is  d i f f i c u l t  to  judge
because Henry G ibson's p ro to c o ls  a f t e r  August 1576 are m issing and
in fo rm a tion  does not become a v a i la b le  u n t i l  the commencement o f
A rch iba ld  Hegate's pe r iod  as town c le rk  in 1581.6 One a l ie n a t io n  was
recorded by Hegate in the e a r ly  1580s .7 However the next major se t o f
8
a l ie n a t io n s  d id  not occur u n t i l  1588-1589.
In  the ta b le  which fo l lo w s  the names o f  burgh p o l i t i c i a n s  have been 
rendered in upper case. A l l  re fe rences  are to  P ro t .  Bk. Glasgow.
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NOTES
1. See Prot. Bk. Glasgow, i ,  nos.151A, 152, 193, 194, 213-215; ib id . , i i ,  no.264. See 
also V o l.I P13 for five  alienations in 1503 and ib id .,  P37 n.68 for the grants of 
common lands made to the prebendaries of the colleg iate  church in 1529.
2. See for example Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i i ,  nos.2286, 88, 91, 97, 99, 2302, 3, 42, 43,
52, 79, 87-89, 92, 2414-17, 30, 48, 49, 60, 71, 85, 2523-26, 29, 63, 64, 78, 81-83,
86 (1576-1584) which appear to f a l l  into this  category.
3. See V o l.I P29-30.
4. Glas. Recs. , i ,  9-10.
5. Ib id .,  51.
6. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i i ,  pp. v i i - v i i i .
7. Ib id .,  ix , no.2647 (in  1584).
8. Ib id .,  x, nos.3252-54; Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  120-133 passim; see also V o l.I P86, 355
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APPENDIX 2.1
THE POINDERS, 1574-86
The polnder was appointed before  Easte r, a t  the same time as the 
1
herdsmen. However the minutes do not record appointments every year.
Of the two incumbents, James Speir [ f l e s h e r ]  was a lso  co u r t  dempster 
2
dur ing  1574-76.
In  common w ith  severa l o ther minor posts , cau t io ne rs  were
appointed to  ensure the good behaviour o f  the appoin tee. Most o f  these
cau t io ne rs  were e i th e r  a lready ho lders  o f  prominent p o s i t io n s  in the 
a d m in is t ra t io n ,  by v i r t u e  o f  the preceding Michaelmas e le c t io n s ,  or 
would become sen io r  o f f i c i a l s  or c o u n c i l lo r s  a t  the fo l lo w in g  
Michaelmas ( i . e .  s t i l l  w i th in  the p o in d e r 's  term o f  o f f i c e ) .  The 
p o s i t io n s  held by these men w h ile  a c t in g  as cau t io ne rs  fo r  the poinders
are shown in the ta b le ,  using the fo l lo w in g  codes.
C : C o u n c i l lo r  L : L ine r
In a d d i t io n  [D] in d ic a te s  th a t  the in d iv id u a l  is  known to  have
3
been a. c r a f t  deacon sometime between 1574 and 1586.
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NOTES
1. Sources for the appointments are as follows : SRA MS C l/1 /1  ff9 r  (1574), 97v (1576), 
132v (1577), 231r (1579), 253r (1580), 277r (1581).
2. See Appendix 2.19, p t . i ,  below, P181.
3. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
4. SRA MS 01/1 /2  f149v.
5. Ib id . ,  f197v.
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APPENDIX 2 .2
THE HERDSMEN, 1574-86
The herdsmen were appointed before  Easter, a t  the same time as the 
1
po inde r.  Two were employed each year, one fo r  the 'o v i r t o u n '  and one
fo r  the 1n e th i r t o u n ' ,  namely the area 'above the croce ' and the area
'beneth the croce and the re s t  o f  the ne ther p a i r t i s  o f  the toun '
2re s p e c t iv e ly .  The herdsmen held no o the r  p o s i t io n s  in the burgh 
a d m in is t ra t io n .
Cautioners were appointed to  ensure t h e i r  good behaviour and many 
were a lready o f f i c i a l s  or c o u n c i l lo r s  by v i r t u e  o f  the preceding 
Michaelmas e le c t io n s ,  or would become such a t  the fo l lo w in g  
Michaelmas ( i . e .  s t i l l  w i th in  the term o f  o f f i c e  o f  the herdsmen). The 
p o s i t io n s  held by these men w h ile  a c t in g  as cau t io ne rs  fo r  the 
herdsmen are shown in the ta b le  using the fo l lo w in g  codes.
C : C o u n c i l lo r  CP : Common P rocu ra to r  L : L in e r  0 : O f f ic e r
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NOTES
1. Sources for the appointments are as follows : SRA MS C1/1/1 f f9 r  (1574), 97v (1576), 
132v (1577), 231r (1579), 253r (1580), 277r (1581) and C1/1/2 ff33v (1582), 69r 
(1583), 128v (1584), 180v (1585).
2. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  131 (March 1589).
3. On th e ir  fees see V o l.I P280, 384-385.
4. See V o l.I P122n.37.
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APPENDIX 2 .3
THE CALF HERDS, 1374-86
This o f f i c e  was e s ta b l is h e d  a t  the Summerhill meeting o f  24 June 
1576 but the appointments which f e l l  be fo re  Whitsun are recorded on ly  
in  the th re e  year pe r io d  1578-81.2 P oss ib ly  the c a l f  h e rd 's  d u t ie s  were 
t h e r e a f te r  subsumed w i th in  the re m it  o f  the herdsmen fo r  a s ta tu te  o f  
1600 au tho r ised  the herdsmen to  exact fees in c lu d in g  in t e r  a l i a  ' i l k  
tua y e i r  au ld quoy to  paye as m e ik i l l  as the k o w . ' 3
C autioners were appointed to  ensure the good behaviour o f  the c a l f  
herd. Two (Fleming and R i tc h ie )  were a lready  o f f i c i a l s  or c o u n c i l lo r s  
by v i r t u e  o f  the preceding Michaelmas e le c t io n s ,  or would become such 
a t  the fo l lo w in g  Michaelmas ( i . e .  s t i l l  w i th in  the c a l f  h e rd 's  term o f  
o f f i c e ) .  The p o s i t io n s  he ld  by these men w h i le  a c t in g  as c a u t io n e rs  
f o r  the c a l f  herds are shown in  the ta b le  us ing the fo l lo w in g  codes.
C : C o u n c i l lo r  L : L in e r
In  a d d i t io n  [D ] in d ic a te s  th a t  the in d iv id u a l  i s  known to  have 
been a. c r a f t  deacon sometime between 1574 and 1586.^ I t  i s  a lso  
s ig n i f i c a n t  th a t  one o f  the c a l f  herds, Matthew W ilson, was p o s s ib ly  
a lso  a c o u n c i l lo r  w h i le  a c t in g  in  t h i s  c a p a c ity .
Date Appointees Cautioners Remarks
1578-79 A rch ib a ld  Johnston James R i tc h ie  cooper 
L, C, [D ]
Appointed 9 
May (Whitsun, 
18 May).
1579-80 Matthew Wilson 
[merchant]
P a t r ic k  B e l l  [m erchant] Appointed 26 
May (Whitsun 
7 June).
1580-81 W il l ia m  Watt James Fleming 
[m erchan t] C
Appointed 12 
May (Whitsun, 
22 May). The 
W il l ia m  Watt 
who was a 
c o u n c i l lo r  in  
1574-75 had 
d ied by May 
1575.5
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NOTES
1. Glas. Rees. , i , 52.
2. Sources for the appointments are SRA MS C1/1/1 ff188v (1578), 233r (1579), 256v
(1580).
3. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  204.
4. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
5. SRO MS CC8/8/3 f340r.
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APPENDIX 2 .4
THE OUTLANDMEN, 1574-86
The outlandmen were appoin ted a t  the c o u r t  o f  the peram bula tion o f
1
the marches he ld  a t  the Milndam on the Tuesday fo l lo w in g  Whit Sunday.
They accompanied the m ag is tra tes  on t h e i r  peram bula tions o f  the
boundaries and common lands o f  the burgh and repo r te d  any damage to  the
commons. A lthough t h e i r  d u t ie s  re la te d  c h ie f l y  to  t h i s  fu n c t io n  the re
is  evidence in  the 1580s th a t  they cou ld  be c a l le d  upon a t  o the r  times
2o f  the year, and on one occasion they s p e c i f i c a l l y  inspected  the m i l l .  
The accounts record  th a t  every year they rece ived  a d inner paid out o f  
the common good. Throughout the 1570s and once in  the 1580s these 
payments were dated s h o r t ly  a f t e r  Whitsun, but in  1581, 1582 and 1585 
payments were: au tho r ised  du r ing  the w in te r  which would im p ly  th a t  they 
remained in  o f f i c e  th roughout the y e a r .3
The number appoin ted annua l ly  va r ie d  from e ig h t  to  fou r tee n  and 
t h e i r  membership showed a very low degree o f  c o n t in u i t y ,  r e f l e c t i n g  
t h e i r  na ture  as a type o f  in ques t  chosen probably  from those burgesses 
presen t a t  the Whitsun c o u r t .  A t o t a l  o f  f i f t y - t h r e e  names appear over 
the seven recorded se ts  o f  appointments (no appointments being 
recorded in  1579, 1581, 1582, 1584 or 1585).4 Of these f i f t y - t h r e e
men Matthew Wilson served f i v e  t im es; John S e l la r  and John Watson,
younger, th ree  t im es; John C le rk ,  John Gray, David H a l l ,  John L indsay, 
Thomas P e tt ig re w , Robert Rowat and John Steyne tw ic e ;  and the remaining 
f o r t y - t h r e e  men on ly  once.
Most o f  these appoin tees he ld  o the r  posts du r in g  t h i s  pe r iod  and 
in  the ta b le  which fo l lo w s  these are presented in  th re e  columns:
( i) .  posts p re v io u s ly  he ld ;
( i i )  posts then held by v i r t u e  o f  the preced ing Michaelmas
e le c t io n s ;  and
( i i i )  posts ob ta ined e i th e r  a t  th a t  or subsequent Whitsun 
e le c t io n s  or a t  subsequent Michaelmas e le c t io n s .
The presence o f  prominent man such as Matthew W ilson, John 
Lindsay and Robert Rowat shows th a t  the p o s i t io n  o f  outlandman was not
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held in  low esteem. However the a n a ly s is  o f  o f f i c e s  held shows th a t ,  
apa r t  from the tendency fo r  an o f f i c e r  and one or more c o u n c i l lo r s  to  
be inc luded  among the outlandmen, the re  was no p a t te rn  to  the y e a r ly  
appointments nor any p a r t i c u la r  rou te  o f  promotion lead ing  to  or from 
the p o s i t io n  o f  outlandmen.
In the o r ig i n a l  m inutes the names are always presented in  two 
columns. As t h i s  may r e f l e c t  a d i s t i n c t i o n  between 'n e th e r '  and ' o v i r '  
town,.such as i s  found w i th  the herdsmen, t h i s  arrangement has been 
re ta in e d .
In  the ta b le  the fo l lo w in g  codes are used to  in d ic a te  o the r  posts
he ld :
A : Ale ta s te r  Om : Outlandman
B : B a i l i e PI : Plague searcher
C : C o u n c i l lo r R : Mair o f  fee 5
Dp : Dempster S : S ten te r
E : C a lf  herd T : Treasurer
H : C o l le c to r  o f  burgess h e i r  f in e s U : U n iv e rs i t y  o f f i c e r
KKY : Keeper o f  k i r k  yards V : V i s i t o r  o f  markets
L : L in e r W : Water b a i l i e
M : Master o f  work X : Keeper o f  the keys
N : Rent c o l l e c t o r ,  new muir lands Z : C o l le c to r  o f  sea l s i l v e r
0 : O f f ic e r
In  a d d i t io n  [D] in d ic a te s  th a t  the in d iv id u a l  i s  known to  have 
been a deacon a t  some p o in t  between 1574 and 1586.6
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NOTES
1. Sources for the appointments are as follows: SRA MS C1/1/1 ff15r (1574), 60v (1575), 
103v (1576), 140r (1577), 190v (1578), 257v (1580) and C1/1/2 f76v (1583).
2. SRA MS 01/1/2 f150v (the 1583-84 accounts).
3. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 5 r, 87r, 113r, 206r, 210r, 242v and C1/1/2 ff147r, 148v, 149r,
150v, 197r. A ll the payments for dinners to the outlandmen are dated around 
Whitsun except for those made on 18 November 1581 and 5 December 1581 (C1/1/2 f147r),
25 November 1582 ( ib id . , f149r), 21 January 1585 ( ib id . , f197r) and one undated 
example in the 1583-84 accounts ( ib id .,  f150v).
4. The accounts prove however that appointments must have been made in 1581, 1582 and
1584 (SRA MS C1/1/2 ff147r; 147v and 149r; 196v).
5. The mair of fee was an o f f ic ia l  of the re g a lity . I t  would seem that each year the 
annual fa ir  was formally proclaimed at the Craigmak court. Usually the minutes of 
these meetings are very b rie f but those for 6 July 1581 and 6 July 1583 re la te  that, 
while one of the burgh o fficers  proclaimed the fa ir  at the Cross, the mair of fee 
proclaimed i t  at the green (SRA MS C1/1/2 ff12v, 89r; the former is  transcribed
in Glas. Rees.,  i ,  88). The then mair of fee was David C o ittis , and he had held 
the position since at least 1563 (Prot. Bk. Glasgow, i i i ,  no.713). The function of the
o ffice  appears to have been associated with the execution of summonses,
proclamations and the lik e  for the barony and reg a lity  of Glasgow ( ib id . , p .28 n .2 ).
In view of the outlandmen's function of inspecting the marches i t  is  perhaps
surprising that C o ittis  was an outlandman only once, in 1574-75.
6. See Appendix 2.25, below P229-236.
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APPENDIX 2 .5
THE MINSTRELS, 1574-86
The burgh 's  m in s tre ls  were appointed a t the Whitsun cou r t  except in  
1574 and 1575 when t h e i r  e le c t io n  was de fe rred  to  the Summerhill c o u r t .  
These men held no o the r o f f i c e s  (save Cuthbert who was a plague o f f i c i a l  
in  1584) and i f  they had o ther occupations they were not recorded.
Date Appointees Remarks
1574-75 Arch iba ld  Bordland 
Robert Duncan
Duncan had been m in s t re l  in  1573-74.2 
E le c t io n  was deferred  from Whitsun 
c o u r t ,  1 June, and conducted at 
Summerhill, 20 June.
1575-76 E le c t io n  de fe rred  from Whitsun c o u r t ,  
24 May, to  Summerhill cou r t  but 
n e i th e r  the court  nor the names o f  
the m in s t re ls  were recorded.
1576-77 Arch iba ld  Bordland 
John Cuthbert
1577-78 Arch iba ld  Bordland 
John Cuthbert
1578-79 Arch iba ld  Bordland 
John Corbett
1579-80 A rch iba ld  Bordland 
John Cuthbert
The m in s t re ls  were 1c o n t in e w i t1.
The appearance o f  C u th b e r t 's  name 
proves th a t  he and Corbett were the 
same person.
1580-81 Arch iba ld  Bordland 
John Cuthbert
The m in s t re ls  were 'c o n t in e w i t ' .
1581-82 Arch iba ld  Bordland 
John Corbett
The m in s t re ls  were 'c o n t in e w i t ' .  
The appearance o f  C o rb e tt 's  name 
proves th a t  he and Cuthbert were 
the same person.
1582-83 Arch iba ld  Bordland 
John Corbett
The m in s t re ls  were ' c o n t in e w i t ' .
1583-84 No appointments recorded.
1584-85 No appointments recorded.
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Date Appointees Remarks
1585-86 [A rch ib a ld  Bordland] 
[John C o rbe tt ]
The m in s t re ls  were 'c o n t in e w i t '  but 
no names were g iven. I t  is  assumed 
th a t  Bordland and C o rbe tt /C u thbert  
were reappointed here, as they were 
again in  1589.3
NOTES
1. Sources for the appointments etc are as follows : SRA MS C1/1/1 ff15r and 19r (1574), 
61r (1575), 103v (1576), 140r (1577), 191r (1578), 234r (1579), 257v (1580) and 
C1/1/2 ff3 r  (1581), 38v (1582), 187r (1585). On the deferral of appointments in 1574 
and 1575 to the Summerhill Court see also Glas. Rees.,  i ,  15, 18, 37.
2. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  449 (1573-74 accounts).
3. Ib id . ,  135.
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APPENDIX 2 .6
THE FARMERS OF THE BURGH'S PETTY CUSTOMS, 1574-86
The farmers o f  the th ree  p e t ty  customs o f  the br idge t o l l ,  la d le  
t o l l  and the m i l l s  were appointed a t the Whitsun c o u r t ,  the appointees 
being the men who had b id  the most a t  the ’ roup ' to  ob ta in  the r i g h t  
to  c o l le c t  the customs fo r  the burgh.
In the fo l lo w in g  tab le s  the sums o f  the var ious farms have been
2
rendered in  pounds by using a m u l t i p l i e r  o f  where necessary. However 
the f in a n c ia l  aspects are d e a lt  w ith  more f u l l y  elsewhere.
Cautioners were appointed to  ensure th a t  the common good received 
the monies due from the farmers. Many o f  these cau t ione rs  were a lready 
burgh o f f i c i a l s  or c o u n c i l lo r s  by v i r t u e  o f  the preceding Michaelmas 
e le c t io n s  or would become such a t the fo l lo w in g  Michaelmas ( i . e .  s t i l l  
w i th in  the terms o f  o f f i c e  o f  the fa rm ers). In the tab le s  the p o s i t io n s  
held by these men w h ile  a c t in g  as cau t ione rs  fo r  the farmers are shown 
using the fo l lo w in g  codes:
B-*: B a i l i e  C: C o u n c i l lo r  L : L ine r  0 : O f f ic e r  T : Treasurer
In a d d it io n  [D] in d ic a te s  in d iv id u a ls  known to  have been c r a f t  
deacons sometime between 1574 and 1586.
These codes are a lso used to  show the o ther o f f i c e s  held by the 
farmers themselves dur ing  t h e i r  terms o f  o f f i c e .  U n like  the cau t io ne rs ,  
on ly  a few o f  the farmers held o ther posts in  the a d m in is t ra t io n ,  
r e f l e c t in g  the nature o f  these p o s i t io n s  which were open not ju s t  to  
es tab l ishe d  members o f  the a d m in is t ra t iv e  o l ig a rc h y  but to  men ou tw ith  
th a t  group who were w i l l i n g  to  take the necessary f in a n c ia l  r i s k .
1. The Bridge T o l ls
The sm a lles t o f  the th ree  customs was the br idge t o l l  and the 
farmers were thus probably not p a r t i c u la r l y  wealthy. Snodgrass, Snype, 
Walker and John C le rk , co rd in e r ,  appear s o le ly  as farmers o f  t h is  
t o l l .  W il l iam  Anderson and John Hamilton appear elsewhere as 
outlandmen and Hamilton a lso acted as a s te n te r  in  1577. Most no tab le
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among the farmers were two o f  the burgh 's  o f f i c e r s ,  James Anderson and 
John Stobo. Anderson (who i s  not to  be confused w ith  the pre -  1576 
farmer o f  the m i l l s  o f  the same name)3 was reasonably wealthy, leav ing  
on h is  death over £584, although as o f f i c e r  in  1574-75 he had been given 
alms from the common good fo r  h is  support.4 Stobo 's circumstances are 
not known, but dur ing h is  term as farmer the accounts record th a t  a 
payment by way o f  alms was made to  him and Peter Lymburner and G abrie l 
Rankine, h is  c a u t io n e rs .5
Cautioners were almost always appointed fo r  a l l  the farmers to  
ensure th a t  the t re a s u re r  received the lump sum due to  the common good. 
In t h is  respect they acted in  a q u a s i - o f f i c ia l  capac ity  and not 
s u r p r is in g ly  o f  the eleven cau t ione rs  fo r  the br idge t o l l  recorded 
between 1574 and 1586, seven held high o f f i c e  at one p o in t  or another 
w h ile  Thomas Yule and Q u in t in  Kay proved t h e i r  f in a n c ia l  worth as 
farmers o f  the la d le  (the most lu c ra t iv e  but hence the most r is k y  o f  
these ventures) in  1581-84. The two remaining men, N e i l l  and Rankine, 
appear only as cau t ione rs  fo r  the b r idge . Usually  one or two cau t ione rs  
were appointed but in  1578-79 John Stobo had fou r s u re t ie s ,  e i th e r  
because o f  doubts about h is  so lvency, or p oss ib ly  because the f iv e  men 
had undertaken a p a r tn e rs h ip .  The en try  in  the accounts re fe r re d  to  
above suggests the l a t t e r ,  in  which case these men had hoped to  combine 
p u b l ic  duty w ith  p r iv a te  ga in . A s im i la r  p a r tn e rs h ip ,  probably based 
on k in ,  may be noted between John C le rk ,  c o rd in e r - f ru i tm a n , and h is  
namesake the t a i l o r ,  and a lso  (though t h is  time not based on k in )  
between C lerk and John Hamilton, not on ly  as farmer and ca u t io n e r ,  but 
as j o i n t  farmers in  1584-85.
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2. The Ladle T o l ls
The la d le  t o l l  provided the g rea tes t income o f  the three p e t ty  
customs. Whereas the br idge t o l l  produced between £33 and £55 and the 
m i l l s  between £107 and £133, the la d le  ranged from between £113 and £257 
during  th is  pe r iod . As the down payment to the common good (and the 
subsequent r i s k )  was g re a te r ,  the farmers were probably q u i te  wealthy 
burgesses. Notable among the farmers were Thomas Mylne, surgeon,
(whose worth may be measured from the fa c t  th a t  he obtained a fee from 
the common good fo r  h is  se rv ices  which was commensurate w ith  th a t  o f
g
the provost and tw ice  as much as th a t  a l lo t t e d  to  the b a i l i e s )  and 
three major o f f i c e  holders whose periods as farmers co inc ided w ith  
them ho ld ing  high o f f i c e :  namely, David Donald (as t re a s u re r  and 
c o u n c i l lo r ) ,  George E lphinstone (as b a i l i e  and c o u n c i l lo r )  and John 
Wilson, pewterer (as c o u n c i l lo r ;  he became a b a i l i e  l a t e r ) .  The only 
a v a i la b le  testamentary evidence r e la t in g  to  the farmers co n s is ts  o f  the 
w i l l s  o f  Donald, E lph instone and John Young who each l e f t  la rge  legac ies  
(£959, £3,426 and £1,528 r e s p e c t iv e ly ) 9 and John Naismith and W il l iam  
Stevenson who both l e f t  small legac ies  (£69 and £53 re s p e c t iv e ly ) .1°
Turning to the cau t ione rs  a t o t a l  o f  eleven appear o f  whom seven 
were a t some po in t  prominent o f f i c e  ho lders , in c lu d in g  two b a i l i e s  
(E lph instone and Lyon), a common p rocu ra to r  (B a ird )  and a t re a su re r  
(S t ru th e rs ) .  One o f  these seven (Wise) was a c o u n c i l lo r  who was lee ted  
fo r  a b a i l ie s h ip .  An e igh th  man (F lem ing), a lthough not an o f f i c e  
ho lde r ,  was lee ted  fo r  the post o f  t re a s u re r .  Only three men 
(L indsay, John Wilson, merchant, and Walter Young) never held o f f i c e  
in  t h is  pe r iod . A l l  t h is  r e f l e c t s  the ro le  o f  these men as quas i­
o f f i c i a l s ,  guardians o f  the burgh 's  w e lfa re .  Possib le  examples o f  
pa r tne rsh ip s  fo r  p r iv a te  gain between farmers and t h e i r  cau t ione rs  
may be found in  1582-84 when E lph instone (a prev ious farmer) acted as 
su re ty  fo r  Kay tw ice ,  and e a r l i e r  in  1576-77 when the farmer and h is  
s u re t ie s  acted in  the same capac ity  fo r  the br idge  t o l l .
However another phenomenon appears both w ith  the la d le  and m i l l  
farms. In both cases the fo l lo w in g  formula is  occas iona lly  found : 
the custom was farmed to  A w ith  B and C as cau t ione rs  and A p lus D 
and E (or D and E alone) acted fo r  ' t h e i r  r e l i e f ' ,  i . e .  the r e l i e f  o f
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the cau t io ne rs .  D and E, e s p e c ia l ly  s ince the farmer was sometimes
associated w ith  them,11 must have been pa rtners  o f  the farmer, and were
not a c t in g ,  as B and C p r im a r i ly  were, on beh a lf  o f  the burgh. Thus i f
A (the farmer) de fau lted  on h is  payment to the common good, B and C
(the cau t ione rs )  would ensure th a t  the t rea su re r  received the money owed
w h ile  D and E (the pa r tne rs )  would recoup B and C fo r  t h e i r  o u t la y .
This in te r p r e ta t io n  is  confirmed by the accounts in  the case o f  the m i l l
and presumably holds tru e  a lso fo r  the la d le .  Of the three examples
one w i l l  s u f f i c e .  In 1581 the m i l l  was set to  John Gordon; Robert Adam,
James R i tc h ie  and John Gilmour were h is  cau t io ne rs ;  and John Stev in  and
M art in  Blackwood were minuted as being ' t o  r e l l e i f  thame' .  In the
accounts o f  the same year George Robeson (not even mentioned in  the
minute o f  appointment) John Gordon (the fa rm er), M art in  Blackwood and
John S tev in ,  a l l  described as ' fe rm ore r is  o f  the toune mylne' were paid
12fo r  rep la c ing  a runner stone. C lea r ly  the men appointed fo r  the 
r e l i e f  o f  the cau t ione rs  were pa rtne rs  o f  the farmer.
In the case o f  the lad le , appointments o f  t h is  type occurred in
1576 and 1580. A v a r ia t io n  is  found in  1577 when the la d le  farm was
set to. George E lph instone w ith  A rch iba ld  Lyon as h is  cau t io ne r .
E lph instone immediately rese t the farm to Thomas G i lc h r is to n  whose
cau t ione r was Michael Mouse. G i lc h r is to n  and Mouse were probably
E lp h in s to n e ' s p a r tne rs ,  the burgh 's  in te re s ts  s t i l l  being safeguarded
by Lyon, (a very prominent o f f i c e  ho lder in  t h is  per iod who died in
131587 leav ing  a legacy o f  £1,101). In c id e n ta l ly .n o  sum o f  money was 
mentioned in  t h is  t ra n s a c t io n  but G i lc h r is to n ,  as what might be termed 
the sub-farm er, presumably paid E lph instone more than the 180 merks 
paid fo r  the farm by E lph ins tone.
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3. The Town M i l l s
P r io r  to  1577 the farm o f  the town m i l l  on the Molendinar was not 
rouped annua l ly .  At Whitsun 1569 the farm had been set to  James
17Anderson and David Bog fo r  the space o f  n ine years but the s u rv iv in g
minutes record th a t  from 1574 (a t  le a s t )  Anderson and Bog were in
c o n f l i c t  as to  t h e i r  respec t ive  r ig h t s ,  a d ispu te  which a t one p o in t
brought Anderson to  the b r in k  o f  banishment fo r  s lande r ing  the
1ftm ag is tra tes  and o f f i c e r s  o f  the burgh. Although Anderson bought out
19Bog in  January 1576 he th e re a f te r  became invo lved  in  an equa lly
acrimonious d ispu te  w ith  Cuthbert Blackwood who appears to  have had an
in te r e s t  in  the m i l l  through Bog. In March 1576 Anderson was accused o f
20'th e  a l l e g i t  m u t i la t io u n '  o f  Blackwood and the a f f a i r  dragged on u n t i l
28 November when Anderson, who was c le a r ly  a l i a b i l i t y ,  was e f f e c t i v e ly
bought out by the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c i l ,  and was replaced by P a tr ic k
21Gray on 1 December. However Anderson's removal from o f f i c e  was only
one aspect in  a wider plan which had been adopted by the m ag is tra tes
and c o u n c i l .  The same day which saw Anderson's d ism issa l a lso witnessed
the passage o f  three s ta tu te s  one o f  which bound the m ag is tra tes  and
c o u n c i l  and t h e i r  successors to  roup the farm o f  the m i l l s  annua lly  a t
Whitsun and forbade the s e t t in g  in  tack o f  the farm fo r  longer than one
year at a t im e, and the o ther two o f  which, fo r  the ' augmentatioun o f
22the commowne g u d d is ' ,  a s t r i c te d  the burgesses to  the town m i l l .
Up u n t i l  t h i s  p o in t  the burgh had one m i l l ,  the o ld  m i l l  on the 
Molendinar (which can be traced back to  the m id - f i f t e e n th  century)?3 
Concern as to  the c o n d it io n  o f  i t s  fa b r ic  and i t s  i n a b i l i t y  to  cope 
w ith  the increased business a r is in g  from the act o f  a s t r i c t i o n  led  the 
burgh to  'b lo k '  w i th  A rch iba ld  Lyon fo r  h is  m i l l  s i tu a te d  on the 
K e lv in  in  which he was re n ta l le d  o f  the archbishop. The r e s u l t  was a 
c o n tra c t  dated 14 May 1577 whereby the burgh purchased from Lyon the 
re n ta l  r ig h t  o f  the K e lv in  (o r ' new' )  m i l l .  In exchange Lyon was 
i n f e f t  by the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il  in  the o ld  m i l l  (o r 'common town'
m i l l )  and i t s  multures which he then leased back to  the burgh in  re tu rn
fo r  an annual payment o f  50 b o l ls  o f  v ic t u a l  dur ing  h is  l i f e .  A f te r
h is  death 100 merks per annum was to  be paid to  h is  h e irs  and
2/i
assignees u n t i l  the m i l l  should be redeemed by a payment o f  1000 merks. 
The e f fe c t  o f  t h is  complex t ra n s a c t io n  was th a t  i t  allowed the burgh to
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use two m i l l s .  In the sets o f  the farms o f  the town m i l l s  which
fo l low ed , the farmer or farmers were to  pay a lump sum aga ins t the o ld
m i l l  (presumably as be fore) and the 50 b o l ls  o f  v ic t u a l  due to  Lyon
25were charged aga ins t the farm o f  the new m i l l .
Obviously the farm o f  the m i l l s  was an onerous p ro p o s it io n ,
e s p e c ia l ly  a f te r  1577, s ince ,ove r  and above the money farm which
ranged from £107 to  £133 during t h is  pe r io d ,  Lyon was due 50 b o l ls  o f
v ic t u a l .  Yet l i t t l e  i s  known about the farmers. N e ither James Anderson
(the  farmer u n t i l  November 1576)norJohn N ico l l(w ho  was very prominent
in  t h is  p o s i t io n )  nor Georgs Robeson nor John Gordon nor John Munke served in
an o f f i c i a l  capa c ity .  P a tr ic k  Gray la t e r  became a c o u n c i l lo r ;  James
Anderson, the farmer in  1577-78, was o f f i c e r  a t the same time (and also
farmed the br idge t o l l  dur ing  th a t  year); and David Donald was
t re a s u re r  and la te r  a c o u n c i l lo r  dur ing the f i r s t  year o f  h is  farm,
1584-85 (and a lso farmed the la d le  dur ing  both years o f  h is  farm o f
the o ld  m i l l ) .  James Anderson, the pre-November 1576 farmer, may be
26the same Anderson who died in  August 1593 leav ing  £132; James
Anderson, o f f i c e r ,  d ied in  August 1597 and l e f t  £584;27 David Donald
died in  A p r i l  1594 and l e f t  £959;28 P a tr ic k  Gray died in  A p r i l  1598 
29leav ing  £333. These were not e x c e p t io n a l ly  wealthy men, although 
they c e r ta in ly  were not poor. N ic o l l  may have experienced some 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  in  1582-83 when he f e l l  in to  a rrea rs  w ith  the v ic t u a l  
repayments, but t h is  episode d id  not prevent him re tu rn in g  as farmer 
in  subsequent y e a rs .30
As before the cau t ione rs  who appear inc luded severa l o f f i c e  
ho lders : Robert Adam, George E lph ins tone , James Fleming, John 
Gilmour, G i lb e r t  H a l l ,  George Herbertson and Mungo Wilson. To these 
might be added Walter Gray who was lee ted  fo r  the common c le rk s h ip  
on th ree  occasions. Only C o lin  Campbell, bax te r ,  and James Sco tt ,  
bax te r ,  held no o f f i c e  dur ing these years. As to  poss ib le  
p a r tne rsh ip s  between farmers and t h e i r  cau t ione rs  there  may have been 
some business l i n k  between N ic o l l ,  Gray and H a l l  : i f  so, i t  i s  
no tab le  th a t  N ic o l l  and Gray were probably both n o ta r ie s  and t h e i r  
appearance toge ther might be taken as an in d ic a t io n  o f  d i v e r s i f i c a t io n  
in  t h e i r  business in te r e s ts .
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The ac tua l pa r tne rsh ips  which can be id e n t i f i e d  have a lready been 
discussed in  d e t a i l , 31 a lthough a t te n t io n  may be drawn to  the fa c t  th a t  
the on ly  year sub-farm ing o f  the m i l l  occurred was a lso  the on ly  year 
t h is  happened w ith  the la d le ,  1577-78. The p ra c t ic e  may have been 
th e re a f te r  p ro h ib i te d .
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NOTES
1. See V o l. I ,  P369-377, and this volume, P308-312.
2. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
3. See above P iv .
4. SRO MS CC8/8/31 f273r and SRA MS Cl/1/1 f87v.
5. Ib id .,  f243v.
6. Sources for the appointments of farmers of the bridge are as follows : SRA MS C1/1/1 
ff15r (1574), 60v (1575), 103v (1576), 140r (1577), 191r (1578), 234r (1579), 257v
(1580) and C1/1/2 ff2v (1581), 38v (1582), 77v (1583), 136v (1584), 186v (1585).
7. SRA MS C1/1/1 f42v.
8. See V o l.I,  P385.
9. SRO MS CC8/8/28 f88v, CC8/8/17 f158v and CC8/8/30 f259v respectively.
10. SRO MS CC9/7/3 ff75v, 71r.
11. In the case of the ladle in 1576 : SRA MS C1/1/1 f103v.
12. SRA MS C1/1/2 f147v, from the 1581-82 accounts. The two other examples are to be
found in the 1576-77 accounts : SRA MS 01/1/1 ff206v and 207r.
13. SRA MS C1/1/1 f140r and SRO MS CC8/8/18 f133v.
14. Sources for the appointment of farmers of the ladle are the same as for the
bridge (n.6 above) save for 1582 (SRA MS 01/1/2 f38 r).
15. Discussed P53.
16. See Appendix 5.4 below, P308-312.
17. SRA MS C1/1/1 f23v. See note 33 below.
18. Ib id . , ff24v, 25v, 26v and Glas. Rees.,  i ,  20 for the dispute.
19. SRA MS C1/1/1 f89v.
20. Ib id . ,  f95r.
21. Ib id . ,  f121r.
22. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  56.
23. Glas. Chrs.,  i ,  p t . i i ,  25-27.
24. Ib id ., i i ,  553-557.
25. This transaction is discussed in Vol. I ,  P372-373.
26. SRO MS CC8/8/25 f217r.
27. SRO MS CC8/8/31 f273r. This testament spec ifica lly  id e n tifie s  the deceased as 
James Anderson 'o f f ic e r '.
28. SRO MS CC8/8/28 f88v.
29. SRO MS CC8/8/31 f333v.
30. SRA MS C1/1/2 f58r.
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31. See P52-53.
32. The sources are as follows. For the situation prior to November 1576 see SRA MS 
C1/1/1 f23v. For the transfer from James Anderson to Patrick Gray see ib id . , f121r.
For a l l  other appointments, 1577 et seqq. , the references are the same as for the
farmers of the bridge : see n.6 above.
33. Although the sum for which this custom was set in  1569 is  not known, i t  would appear 
from the amounts credited to the common good accounts between 1573 and 1576 to have
been £108.13s.4d per annum : see Appendix 5.4 below, P308-312.
34. SRA MS C1/1/1 f207r.
35. SRA MS C1/1/2 f147v.
36. See Appendix 5.4 below, P308-312.
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APPENDIX 2 .7
THE TREASURERS, 1574-86
As there  was some delay between the c lose o f  a t re a s u re r 's  term o f
o f f i c e  and the a u d it in g  o f  h is  accounts, the minutes inc lude  the accounts
o f  Robert Fleming, [m erchan t],  t re a s u re r  in  1573-74. References in
o ther accounts d isc lo se  th a t  previous t re a su re rs  had inc luded James
Braidwood [deacon o f  co rd in e rs ]  and W il l iam  Maxwell but t h e i r  years o f
1
o f f i c e  are not known.
The t re a s u re r  was e lec ted  a t the Whitsun cou r t  o f  the perambulation
o f the marches and the e a r l i e s t  on record is  th a t  o f  1574. The
t re a s u re r  was chosen from a le e t  o f  between f iv e  and ten names but on 
what basis these le e ts  were drawn up i s  unknown. Usua lly  the names 
appear in  two columns and a lthough t h is  may on ly  r e f l e c t  c l e r i c a l  
convenience t h is  arrangement has been re ta in e d  in  the ta b le  which 
fo l lo w s .  With only one exception (W il l iam  Burns in  1583) the prev ious 
t re a s u re r  was always le e te d .  No one held o f f i c e  more than once, though 
i t  may be observed th a t  severa l men were lee ted  f re q u e n t ly  w ith  
varyinjg degrees o f  success : Robert Adam e ig h t  times ( t re a s u re r  1580- 
81) ;  G i lb e r t  Craig f iv e  t im es; P a tr ic k  Glen f iv e  times ( t re a s u re r  1577—
78);  Thomas M i l l e r  f iv e  times ( t re a s u re r  1583-84); W il l iam  Symmer f iv e
times ( t re a s u re r  1581-82); and Robert Young f iv e  t im es. In the ta b le  
the appointee i s  shown in  upper case and under l ined .
Normally the t re a s u re r  was appointed to  the c o u n c i l  a t  the 
subsequent Michaelmas e le c t io n  but th ree  exceptions were W il l iam  Burns, 
Thomas M i l l e r  and Robert Boyd. The fa c t  th a t  the t re a s u re r  was not a 
c o u n c i l lo r  ex o f f i c i o  is  confirmed by a s ta tu te  o f  October 1627 whereby 
the m ag is tra tes  and counc il ,  'h a i f in g  cons ide ra t ioun  th a t  the thesaurer 
. . .  was o n l ie  ane e x tra o rd in e r  counse ll and haid na v o i t t  t h a i r i n t i l l ,  
a lb e i t  he aucht to  be ane s p e c ia l l  o rd in e r  counse ll  as the vse o f  
v the r  borrowes i s ' ,  decreed th a t  the t re a s u re r  ' s a i l  be in  a l l  tyme 
cuming ane o rd in e r  counse llou r o f  t h is  burghe and have h is  v o i t t  in  a l l  
caussis w ith  the re s t  as v the r o rd in e r  c o u n s e l lo u r is  in  a l l  re s p e c t is .
I f  the twelve appointees are examined i t  i s  found th a t  a lthough two 
(Adam and Blackburn) a lready had c o u n c i l  experience, fo r  seven o f  these
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men (Boyd, Donald, Glen, Rowat, S tru th e rs ,  Symmer and Temple) appointment 
to  the t re a s u re rs h ip  seems to  have marked the beginning o f  t h e i r  
p o l i t i c a l  careers . R i tc h ie  i s  an excep tion , as he died s h o r t ly  a f t e r  h is  
term o f  o f f i c e ,  in  August 1575.3 Burns and M i l l e r  appear on ly  as 
t re a s u re rs .  I f  t h is  ana lys is  i s  widened to  in c lude  a l l  the men lee ted  
i t  i s  found th a t  about one t h i r d  (o f  a t o t a l  o f  t h i r t y - e ig h t  men) had 
a lready held o f f i c e  w h ile  the remainder were new men who d iv id e  in to  
two equal groups : namely, those who never appear again in  any ca p a c ity ,  
and those who la t e r  became c o u n c i l lo r s  ( twe lve men, in c lu d in g  seven o f  
the success fu l candidates to  the t re a s u re rs h ip ) .
Burgh government was o l ig a rc h ic  but i t  was also p lu to c r a t i c  and 
would seek 'new b lo o d 1 from among the w e a lth ie r  burgesses. As the 
o f f i c e  o f  t re a s u re r  c a r r ie d  a p o te n t ia l  f in a n c ia l  r i s k , 4 i t  can be 
argued th a t  those who were lee ted  fo r  t h is  post (apart  from e x is t in g  
o f f i c e  ho lde rs )  were men who wished to  show th a t  they were w i l l i n g  to  
take t h is  r i s k .  Even i f  they were not appointed they might be thus 
brought to  the a t te n t io n  o f  the r u l in g  o l ig a rc h y ,  and the most 
s t r i k in g  example o f  t h is  l a t t e r  phenomenon was Robert Rowat. Assuming 
he did^ not hold an o f f i c e  p r io r  to  1574, he f i r s t  appeared in  the le e t  
fo r  the t re a s u re rs h ip  in  1575 and although he was not appointed th a t  
year he had become t re a s u re r  and a c o u n c i l lo r  by 1576 and a b a i l i e  by 
1577; he remained as a b a i l i e  and lead ing  c o u n c i l lo r  throughout t h is  
per iod .
Rowat ' s testament is  not ex tan t (un less he can be id e n t i f i e d  w ith  
the Robert Rowat who died in  debt in  1625)5 but in d ic a t io n s  o f  the 
wealth o f  some o f  the o ther men lee ted  fo r  the t re a s u re rs h ip  are 
a v a i la b le .  Men who had probably a lready held high o f f i c e  or were in  
o f f i c e  a t the time o f  being lee ted  were Adam, Angus, B a i l l i e ,
B lackburn, B u r r e l l ,  Robert Fleming, Graham, H a l l ,  L indsay, R i tc h ie ,
Sco tt and A rch iba ld  Wilson. Adam, Blackburn and R itc h ie  were
appointed t re a su re rs  : Adam l e f t  £866,° the legacy o f  B lackburn 's  w ife
7 8in  1589 was £603 and R i tc h ie  l e f t  £277. Among those not appointed,
B a i l l i e  l e f t  £2 ,181 ,9 H a l l  £ 1 ,52010 and Lindsay £2,473. 11 Turning to
the 'new b lood ' these men can be d iv id e d  in to  two groups. F i r s t l y
there were those who appear in  no o ther o f f i c i a l  capac ity  dur ing  t h is
pe r iod , comprising Anderson, Bowe, Burns, C ra ig , A rch iba ld  Fleming,
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F o u l is ,  John Glen, Johnson, M i l l e r ,  Gavin M uir, P o llo k ,  Simpson, Thomson
and Robert Young. Only Burns and M i l l e r  were appointed t re a s u re rs  and
t h e i r  testaments are not ex ta n t .  However i t  may be noted th a t  Fleming
12 13and Simpson's wives l e f t  £557 and £1,479 re s p e c t iv e ly .  Secondly there 
were those who went on to  become burgh o f f i c i a l s  l a t e r ,  namely Boyd, 
Donald, Gilmour, P a tr ic k  Glen, Thomas M uir, Rowat, S tru th e rs ,  Symmer, 
Temple, James and Mungo Wilson, and George Young. Gilmour, M uir, the 
Wilsons and Young d id  not become t re a s u re rs .  Of the seven who became1 A 1C 1/T
t re a s u re rs ,  Boyd died leav ing  £1,294, Donald £959, Glen £2,795 
17and Temple £1,212. The f i n a l  impression gained from th is  evidence is  
th a t  the men lee ted  fo r  the t re a s u re rs h ip  ranged from the com fortab ly  
w e l l - o f f  to  the very wealthy and when t h is  is  taken in  con junc t io n  w ith  
the la rge  element o f  new men i t  endorses the theory th a t  fo r  many t h is  
post was viewed as a s ta r t in g  p o in t  fo r  a career in  burgh p o l i t i c s .
[D] in d ic a te s  th a t  these in d iv id u a ls  are known to  have been
18c r a f t  deacons sometime between 1574 and 1586.
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NOTES
1. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff87v, 113r.
2. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  362.
3. SRO MS CC8/8/3 f380r.
4. See V o l. I ,  P123n.61.
5. SRO MS CC9/7/22 , not fo liated
6. SRO MS CC9/7/18 , not fo liated
7. SRO MS CC8/8/20 f142v.
8. SRO MS CC8/8/3 f380r.
9. SRO MS CC9/7/9 f145v.
10. Ib id . , f196r.
11. SRO MS CC8/8/20 f91r.
12. Ib id . , f198r.
13. SRO MS CC8/8/24 f188r.
14. SRO MS CC8/8/25 f241v.
15. SRO MS CC8/8/28 f88v.
16. SRO MS CC8/8/25 f231r.
17. SRO MS CC8/8/35, not fo lia ted
18. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
19. Sources for the appointments are as follows : SRA MS C1/1/1 ff15r (1574), 60v (1575), 
103v (1576), 140r (1577), 191r (1578), 234r (1579), 257v (1580) and C1/1/2 ff2v
(1581), 38v (1582), 78r (1583), 136v (1584), 186v (1585). See also Appendix 5.1 
below, P289-291.
70
APPENDIX 2 .8
THE MASTERS OF WORK, 1574-86
The master o f  work was appointed a t Whitsun from a le e t  o f  between 
th ree  and s ix  names. How these le e ts  were compiled i s  not known but the 
o r ig in a l  arrangement o f  the names in  one or two columns has been 
re ta in e d .  The appointees are id e n t i f i e d  in  upper case and are 
u n d e r l in e d .
There are severa l s im i l a r i t i e s  between the e le c t io n s  fo r  master o f  
work and the t re a s u re r .  The previous master o f  work almost in v a r ia b ly  
appeared on the le e t ,  the on ly  re a l  exception being Matthew Wilson in  
1584 (Watt, master o f  work in  1574-75 d ied in  Ju ly  1575, i l l  hea lth  no 
doubt p reven ting  h is  appearance on the le e t  o f  24 May 1575). A lso, as 
w ith  the t re a s u re r ,  frequency o f  le e t in g  d id  not guarantee 
appointment : John Fleming, lee ted  seven t im es, never became master o f  
work. However, u n l ik e  the t re a s u re r ,  dur ing  the twelve years under 
cons ide ra t ion  only f iv e  men held the post o f  master o f  work, the most 
notab le  being F lem ing 's  namesake James Fleming, e lec ted  f i v e  t im es.
Like the t re a s u re r ,  the master o f  work u s u a l ly  became a c o u n c i l lo r  
a t  the subsequent Michaelmas e le c t io n s  but again exceptions are found 
which s t ro n g ly  suggest th a t  t h is  was not an ex o f f i c i o  arrangement 
(James Fleming in  1578-79, David H a l l  1582-83, Matthew Wilson 1583-84 
and David H a l l  1585-86). In t h is  respect h is  s ta tu s  was probably
os im i la r  to  th a t  o f  the t re a s u re r .  Two o ther c o n s t i t u t io n a l  p o in ts  may 
be noted. In October 1580 Gavin Graham was prevented from being 
lee ted  fo r  a b a i l ie s h ip  because he was master o f  work.3 Yet there  was 
no impediment to  prevent David Donald who had been e lec ted  t re a s u re r  
on 10 June 1584 a lso being then lee ted  master o f  work on the same day. 
Secondly, the o f f i c e  o f  master o f  work was c lo s e ly  associated w ith  two 
o ther p o s i t io n s .  He was always a l i n e r .  The on ly  d o u b tfu l  case 
a r is e s  in  1581 when the appointment o f  the l i n e r s  was not recorded, 
but minute re fe rences dur ing  1581-82 re fe r  to  the then master o f  work 
(Matthew Wilson) a c t in g  as a l i n e r . 4 He was a lso nea rly  always a 
keeper o f  the keys, and in  p a r t i c u la r  o f  the 'u te r  d u i r  key'  which in  
1584 was re fe r re d  to  as the master o f  work ' s  key.5 Only in  1574-75,
71
1578-79 and 1581-82 was the master o f  work not inc luded among the key 
keepers.
Examination o f  the le e ts  shows a s t r i k i n g  d i f fe re n c e  between t h is  
post and th a t  o f  the t re a s u re rs h ip .  Whereas in  the case o f  the l a t t e r  
many o f  those lee ted  were not es tab l ished  o f f i c e  ho lde rs , the le e ts  fo r  
the master o f  work c o n s is t  e x c lu s iv e ly  o f  men who can be traced ho ld ing  
o f f i c e  elsewhere. E xpert ise  and experience were o f  paramount importance 
and 'new b lood ' was not re c ru i te d  through t h is  rou te .
[D] in d ic a te s  th a t  these in d iv id u a ls  are known to  have been c r a f t  
deacons sometime between 1574 and 1586.6
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NOTES
1. SRO MS CC8/8/3 f340r.
2. See P64.
3. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  80.
4. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff3 7 r, 40r.
5. Ib id . ,  f158v. See P149.
6. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
7. Sources for the appointments are the same as those for the treasurer : see above 
P70 n .19.
8. This election may have had p o lit ic a l overtones : see V o l. I ,  P I05-106.
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APPENDIX 2 .9
THE COMMON CLERKS, 1574-86
The common c le rk  was usu a lly  e lec ted  a t the Whitsun cou r t  from a 
le e t  o f  between two and fou r names. A l l  the men invo lved  were almost 
c e r ta in ly  n o ta r ie s  a lthough t h e i r  occupations are not recorded in  the 
m inutes. V e r i f i c a t io n  o f  t h is  fa c t  i s  found in  the act o f  admission o f  
Mr John Ross as a notary p u b l ic  in  Ju ly  1588. Ross had re c e n t ly  become 
common c le rk  and was admitted as a notary  because 'w i th o u t  the q u h i lk
1
o f f i c e  o f  n o ta r ie  the fo re sa id  commoun c le rk s c h ip  can nocht be s e r v i t ' .  
Legal exp e r t ise  was e s s e n t ia l  and t h is  exp la ins  the low number o f  
nominees between 1574 and 1585 (e ig h t  men in  a l l  compared w ith  t h i r t y -  
e ig h t  fo r  the post o f  t rea su re r  and seventeen fo r  the post o f  master 
o f  work) and, to  a lesse r degree, why on ly  two men held t h is  post 
dur ing  t h is  per iod . Indeed the le e ts  in  1575 and 1576 were e x a c t ly  the 
same as th a t  o f  1574, and th a t  o f  1584 was ex a c t ly  the same as the le e t  
o f  1583.
E le c t io n  was the usual p ra c t ic e  but a t the Whitsun cou r t  o f  1581,
2held on 16 May, no e le c t io n  was recorded. One week la t e r ,  on 23 May, 
the ac t book records th a t  A rch iba ld  Hegate had been appointed not 
through an e le c t io n  but on the nomination o f  the provost Esme e a r l  o f  
Lennox.3 The minute record ing  t h is  e x t ra o rd in a ry  event was 
subsequently de leted from the act book in  October 1589 as being
4
'repugnant and maist p r e ju d ic i a l l  to  the l i b e r t i e  o f  the to u n ' .
In a d d it io n  to  t h is  i r r e g u la r  appointment o f  1581 the minutes do 
not record e le c t io n s  to  t h is  post in  1582 or 1585 but i t  can be 
assumed th a t  Hegate continued as c le rk  u n t i l  1588 when, a f te r  being 
excommunicated fo r  C a tho lic  a c t i v i t i e s ,  he was replaced by Mr John 
Ross.5 L ike the e le c t io n s  o f  1586 and 1587, no d e ta i ls  su rv ive  o f  
the 1588 e le c t io n  (assuming th a t  there  was one) because the minutes 
are m iss ing. The normal p ra c t ic e ,  e le c t io n  from a le e t ,  had been 
resumed by 1589.6
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NOTES
1. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, x, p.x.
2. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  84.
3. Ib id . ,  84-85.
4. Ib id . ,  85, 146.
5. Calderwood, History, iv , 663; Prot. Bk. Glasgow, x, p.x.
6. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  136, 152.
7. Sources for the appointments are as follows : SRA MS C1/1/1 ff15r (1574), 61r (1575),
103v (1576), 140r (1577), 191r (1578), 234r (1579), 257v (1580) and C1/1/2 f f3 r  
(1581), 77v (1583), 136v (1584).
8. See P76.
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APPENDIX 2 .10
THE PROVOSTS, 1574-86
The provosts were appointed a t Michaelmas on the nomination,
1
u s u a l ly ,  o f  the archbishop as s u p e r io r .  The minutes record the d e ta i ls -
o f  a l l  the appointments dur ing t h is  per iod  save th a t  o f  Matthew Stewart
o f  Minto in  1581. He was probably appointed on 3 October 1581 but there
2is  a gap in  the record a t the re leva n t p o in t  and he i s  f i r s t  no t iced  
as provost on 17 November 1581.3
The ta b le  which fo l low s  names the provosts and a lso g ives an 
in d ic a t io n  o f  each p ro v o s t 's  d i r e c t  involvement w ith  the a f f a i r s  o f  the 
burgh. Three types o f  meetings can be d is t in g u is h e d  in  the minutes : 
c u r ia l  meetings which always named the p re s id in g  m ag is tra tes  (the provost 
and/or one or more o f  the b a i l i e s )  and which, s ince they record the 
presence o f  the dempster, were c le a r ly  s i t t i n g s  o f  the burgh c o u r t ;  
q u a s i - c u r ia l  meetings which a lso d e a lt  w ith  le g a l  business but a t which 
the dempster was not presen t; and meetings, f re q u e n t ly  fo r  c o n c i l i a r  
business, where those present were not in d iv id u a l ly  named but described 
v a r io u s ly  as the b a i l i e s ,  the b a i l i e s  and co u n c il  or the p rovos t,  
b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l .  For the purpose o f  the ana lys is  on ly the f i r s t  
type o f  meeting has been employed s ince on ly  they are cons is te n t  in  
naming the m ag is tra tes  presen t. I t  should be noted th a t  the f ig u re s  
fo r  1585-86 are incomplete s ince the minutes a f te r  27 A p r i l  1586 are 
m issing.
I t  w i l l  be observed th a t  Boyd and Crawford played a fa r  more a c t iv e  
ro le  in  the burgh 's  a f f a i r s  than t h e i r  successors, severa l o f  whom were 
lead ing  nobles invo lved  in  s ta te  business.
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NOTES
1. See however V o l.I,  P90-119 passim.
2. SRA MS C l/1 /2 , where a fo lio  appears to be missing between f 19 and f20. Also lost
are most of the Michaelmas statutes and the names of those appointed as liners  and
key keepers.
3. SRA MS C1/1/2 f24v.
4. Sources for the appointments are SRA MS C1/1/1 ff28v (1574), 74v (1575), 114v (1576),
156r (1577), 207v (1578), 240v (1579), 265r (1580) and C1/1/2 ff24v (1581 -  but see 
introductory comment), 49r (1582), 102v (1583), 156r (1584), 199v (1585).
5. Boyd was also provost in 1573-74 : see Appendix 1.1, above,. P2.
6. This refers to the Whitsun court of 1579. Although the minute does not record his
presence, the 1578-79 accounts record a payment of £1 5s 4d to Colin Campbell for 
supplying wine and bread to 'my Lord Lennox on the greyn on horsbak on Witsontysdaye 
1579’ : SRA MS C1/1/1 f243v.
7. Esme, seigneur d1 Aubigny, was created earl of Lennox in March 1580 and duke of
Lennox in August 1581: Scots Peerage, v, 356.
8. S ir Matthew on the death of his father S ir John Stewart of Minto in February 1583 :
Scots Peerage, i i ,  80.
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APPENDIX 2.11
THE BAILIES, 1574-86
The b a i l i e s  were e lec ted  each Michaelmas, the appointees (e i th e r  two 
or th ree  men) being chosen by the archbishop from a le e t  (o f  between 
s ix  and eleven names, but usu a lly  comprising e ig h t )  which was drawn up 
by the new p rovost, the o ld  b a i l i e s  and the o ld  c o u n c i l . 1
Exactly  how the le e ts  were compiled dur ing t h is  per iod can not be 
ascerta ined . By the e a r ly  e igh teen th  century  a complicated procedure 
was in  use which invo lved  the com p ila t ion  o f  fou r le e ts  fo r  the 
merchant c o u n c i l lo r s  and three le e ts  fo r  the craftsmen c o u n c i l lo r s ,  
designed to  produce a f te r  vo t ing  two merchant b a i l i e s  and one craftsman
o
b a i l i e .  Whether or not such a system was employed in  the la te  
s ix te e n th  century i t  i s  c le a r  th a t ,  a lthough merchants dominated 
t h is  o f f i c e ,  there was a c r a f t  involvement in  the l e e t s . 3 Candidates 
who were craftsmen can be id e n t i f i e d  each year except in  1581. However 
there  i s  on ly  one d e f in i t e  instance o f  a craftsman b a i l i e  being appointed 
dur ing  t h is  per iod , namely John Wilson, pewterer, who was b a i l i e  in  
1576-77 and had e a r l i e r  served in  t h is  capac ity  in  1561-63 and 1571-72.4
A l l  the men who were candidates fo r  the b a i l ie s h ip s  had already 
served t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  app ren ticesh ip  on the co u n c il  and in  some 
instances had also p re v io u s ly  held o ther posts : fo r  example Robert 
Adam, lee ted  in  1585, was a former c o u n c i l lo r  and t re a s u re r  w h ile  Mr 
Henry Gibson, a lso lee ted  in  1585,had been common c le rk  throughout the 
1570s. However w h ile  previous co u n c il  membership seems to  have been 
e s s e n t ia l  and experience o f  o ther posts de s ira b le  i t  i s  ev ident th a t  a 
candidate could not s im ultaneously  hold another major o f f i c e .  Thus in  
October 1580 Gavin Graham 'wes r e p e l l i t  f ra  l y t i n g  becaus he wes m aister 
o f  work and o f  the o f f i c e  o n l i e . ,5
As advancement in  burgh government depended to  a la rge  ex ten t on 
wealth i t  comes as no s u rp r is e  to  f in d  among those who became b a i l i e s  
severa l s u b s ta n t ia l  men : A rch iba ld  Lyon l e f t  £1,101,6 C o lin  Campbell 
£1 ,313 ;7 W il l iam  Cunninghame l e f t  £ 2 ,0 8 3 ,8 Andrew B a i l l i e  £2,181 9 and 
Hector Stewart £2,753,*10 w h ile  George E lph instone l e f t  £3,426.11 These 
men were the f in a n c ia l  e l i t e  o f  burghal s o c ie ty ,  but some o f  the men
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who fa i le d  to  be appointed were equa lly  wealthy, (namely David H a l l ,
£1,520; 12 George Herbertson, £2 ,065 ;13 and John Lindsay, £2,473 14).
L ikew ise, a t le a s t  one o f  the b a i l i e s ,  Robert S tew art , was cons iderab ly
15less wealthy, a t le a s t  on h is  death, leav ing  only £276. Testamentary, 
evidence is  o f  course on ly  an in d ic a t io n  o f  a man's wealth a t  h is  
death bu t ,  even a l low ing  fo r  t h is  im portan t caveat, t h is  evidence shows 
th a t  wealth was only one o f  severa l fa c to rs  which determined who should 
and who should not become a b a i l i e .  P o l i t i c a l  s u i t a b i l i t y  or even 
a d m in is t ra t iv e  f l a i r  might be equa lly  im portan t.
Twenty-eight men were lee ted  to  the b a i l ie s h ip s  between 1574 and 
1586 but on ly twelve o f  these men a t ta in e d  o f f i c e .  When these twelve 
men are s tud ied  in  terms o f  how o ften  they were lee ted  su c c e s s fu l ly  a 
c lo s e -k n i t  group is  d isc losed . On the per iphery  were men l i k e  B a i l l i e ,  
lee ted  tw ice , appointed once; Campbell lee ted  once, appointed once; 
David Lindsay lee ted  four t im es, appointed once; Lyon lee ted  s ix  
t im es, appointed once; Hector S tewart, lee ted  fou r t imes, appointed 
once; John Wilson lee ted  s ix  t imes, appointed once. Closer to  the 
centre  were John Graham younger ( lee ted  succ e s s fu l ly  three t im es ),  
Robert Rowat ( lee ted  seven t im es, appointed four t imes) and Mr Adam 
Wallace ( lee ted  ten times, appointed four t im es ).  At the centre  o f  
t h is  group, p r a c t ic a l l y  monopolis ing the o f f i c e ,  were W il l iam  
Cunninghame ( lee ted  nine times and successfu l on seven o f  these 
occasions), George E lphinstone ( lee ted  seven t im es, appointed s ix  
t im es) and Robert Stewart ( leeted s ix  times and appointed on f iv e  
occas ions). 16
Of the men who t r i e d  unsuccess fu lly  to  become b a i l i e s  most were 
lee ted  on ly  once or tw ice . The exceptions were James Fleming, s ix  
t im es, and George Herbertson, three t im es. Why Fleming, a prominent 
c o u n c i l lo r ,  key keeper, l i n e r ,  master o f  work and common p rocu ra to r  
should f a i l  to  be appointed is  something o f  a mystery. He had been a
b a i l i e  in  the e a r ly  1570s and was f i n a l l y  reappointed to  the post in
171588. Why he was unpopular w ith  the supe r io r  i s  unc lear. George 
Herbertson on the o ther hand may have had a re p u ta t io n  as a 
troublesome and i l l - te m p e re d  man who could not be r e l ie d  upon. He was 
on almost every coun c il  dur ing  t h is  per iod  ( the  exceptions were those 
o f  1579-80 and 1582-83) but the on ly  's p e c ia l '  o f f i c e s  he held were
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key keeper and (once) l i n e r .  In January 1580 he was found g u i l t y  o f  
s lander ing  b a i l i e  E lphinstone and subseguently breaking ward, and in  
the fo l lo w in g  month lo s t  h is  burgess freedom as a r e s u l t .  His 
freedom was res to red  on 8 October 1580 during  the e le c t io n s  o f  th a t  
year. However in  June 1581 h is  freedom was again 'c r ie d  down', t h is  
time fo r  an a t ta ck  on Robert Stewart, b a i l i e .  On t h is  occasion h is  
previous behaviour was noted and he was p ro h ib i te d  from ever ho ld ing  
o f f i c e  again. The minutes do not record any revocation  o f  t h is  
dec is ion  but i t  must have been overturned because he was lee ted  fo r  
the b a i l ie s h ip  in  October 1581 and th e re a f te r  served re g u la r ly  on the 
c o u n c i l . 18
Two tab les  fo l lo w .  The f i r s t  shows the le e ts  (presented in  one or
two columns as in  the o r ig in a l )  and the appointees. Also recorded are
the b a i l i e s '  attendance a t c u r ia l  meetings, in  an attempt to  show how
19they spread the workload between them. The long absences o f  Andrew 
B a i l l i e  ( in  1575-76), Robert Stewart ( in  1580-81, 1581-82 and 1582-83) 
and C o lin  Campbell ( in  1581-82) may have been caused by i l l  hea lth  or 
business abroad; E lph ins tone ' s in  1584-85 was c le a r ly  caused by the 
former as he died in  A p r i l  1585.20 In t h is  connection i t  i s  notab le  
th a t  dur ing  Andrew B a i l l i e ' s  absence in  1575-6,when a l l  the work f e l l  
to  Cunninghame, two q u a s i - c u r ia l  meetings were presided over by Adam 
Wallace (17/11/75) and George E lphinstone (4 /2 /7 6 ) :  Wallace was 
described as 'au ld  b a i l l i e  in  absens o f  the b a i l l i e s  now f u r t  o f  the 
toune' w h ile  E lphinstone was described as ' ane o f  the commissioners in
o *1
absens o f  the b a i l l i e s ' .  Except fo r  these examples the b a i l i e s  
appear to  have spread the workload between them f a i r l y  e q u i ta b ly .
The second ta b le  i s  designed to  show the p a t te rn  o f  le e t in g  
a lready described in  t h is  in t ro d u c t io n  and such testamentary evidence 
as is  a v a i la b le  fo r  these men. I t  should be noted th a t  in  t h is  ta b le  
the tenure o f  o f f i c e  by E lph instone, Cunninghame and Rowat from 4 
October to  19 October 1580 has been inc luded (being in d ica te d  by 
bracke ts )  but not the tenure o f  o f f i c e  o f  John Graham e ld e r ,  Mr Adam 
Wallace and Hector Stewart dur ing  2 October and 3 October 1582.
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The complex question o f  c o n t in u i t y  and change among the b a i l i e s ,
being c lo s e ly  a l l i e d  to  the tu rnover in  coun c il  membership, is  d e a lt
w ith  in  Appendix 2.12 tab les  1-12 and 17. The notes to  ta b le  12 o f
22th a t  appendix a lso deal w i th  the b a i l i e s  in  the per iod  1586-90.
In  both tab le s  [D] in d ic a te s  th a t  these in d iv id u a ls  are known to 
have been c r a f t  deacons a t some p o in t  between 1574 and 1586.23
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1. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  23.
2. Ib id ., iv , 463.
3. On the domination of the merchants see V o l. I ,  P74-76. Three c ra ft deacons attended
the drawing up of the leets in 1574 : see V o l. I ,  P81.
4. See Appendix 1.1 above, P1.
5. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  80.
6. SRO MS CC8/8/18 f133v.
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10. SRO MS CC8/8/32 f274r.
11. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v.
12. SRO MS CC9/7/9 f196r.
13. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f149v.
14. SRO MS CC8/8/20 f91r.
15. SRO MS CC8/8/35, not fo lia ted .
16. The identificatio n  of the oligarchy can be refined further when council membership 
is  considered : see Appendix 2.12 table 15, below P133-133. The result is  the 
' inner group' referred to in the text : see V o l.I,  P53-59.
17. On Fleming see V o l.I, P41 n.122 and Appendix 1.1, above P1-2.
18. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  77; SRA MS C1/1/T ff249v, 265v; SRA MS C1/1/2 f8 r. See also 
V o l.I,  P195-197.
19. See above P80 for methodology adopted in th is  analysis.
20. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v.
21. SRA C1/1/1 ff8 0r, 90v.
22. See below, P100-130, 143-145.
23. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
24. Sources for the appointments are as follows : SRA MS C1/1/1 ff28v (1574), 74v
(1575), 115r (1576), 156r (1577), 207v (1578), 240v (1579), 265r-v (1580) and
C1/1/2 ff19v (1581), 48v-49r (1582), 102v (1583), 156r (1584), 199v (1585).
25. See Appendix 1.1, above P1-2 .
26. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff98v, 99r.
27. The dispute is  discussed in V o l. I ,  P93-99. On Wilson see Appendix 1.1, above 
P1.
28. SRA MS 01/1/1 f209v. See also Appendix 1.1, above Pf.
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30. On Graham, see above P v i i - v i i i .
31. On the double set of elections see V o l.I,  P100-105. On Stewart see
SRA MS Cl/1/1 f271v.
32. On Herbertson see P84-85.
33. SRA MS C1/1/2 f29v.
34. Ib id . ,  ff32r-38r.
35. Ib id . , ff87v-102v. On th is  election see V o l. I ,  P110-112.
36. SRA MS C1/1/2 f129v.
37. Ib id .,  f173r and SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v.
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APPENDIX 2 .12
THE COUNCILS, 1574-1586
The co u n c il  was e lec ted  a t Michaelmas by the p rovos t, the new 
b a i l i e s  and the o ld  b a i l i e s . 1 The f i r s t  twelve tab le s  in  t h is  sec t ion  
set out the coun c il  as i t  was e lec ted  each year, and comments are 
appended to  each ta b le  which d e ta i l  the s ize  and composition o f  each 
c o u n c i l ,  the in c lu s io n  or o therwise o f  the t re a s u re r  and master o f  work, 
and the number o f  changes in  membership from year to  year. These 
comments a lso re fe r  to  the m ag is tra tes , p a r t i c u la r l y  the b a i l i e s ,  who 
were drawn from the group o f  men who served as c o u n c i l lo r s .  The notes 
on c o n t in u i t y  and change are c a r r ie d  beyond the la s t  coun c il  o f  t h is  
pe r iod , th a t  o f  1585-86, to  demonstrate how many o f  these men were s t i l l  
o f f i c e  holders by 1590. Also discussed are references which occur 
elsewhere in  the minutes d is c lo s in g  o ther men who acted as quas i-  
c o u n c i l lo r s  ( in  p a r t i c u la r  the a u d ito rs  o f  the common good accounts who 
were c h ie f l y  but not e x c lu s iv e ly  c o u n c i l lo r s ) .  Furthermore there  is  
evidence o f  a d d i t io n a l  c o u n c i l lo r s ,  th a t  is  men who were s p e c i f i c a l l y  
re fe r re d  to  as c o u n c i l lo r s  but whose names d id  not appear on the 
e le c t io n  l i s t s ,  examples being found most no tab ly  in  1576-77, 1582-83, 
1583-84 and 1584-85. L a s t ly  the s u rv iv in g  k i r k  session minutes commence 
in  November 1583 and tab le s  10-12 have notes which deal w ith  the 
overlap between th a t  body and the burgh magistracy and c o u n c i l .
A t te n t io n  may here be drawn to  the im portan t years o f  1578, 1580 
and 1582 which were marked by purges as fa c t io n s  jo s t le d  fo r  p o s i t io n .  
1578 saw the advent o f  Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox and the removal o f  men 
sympathetic to  the Morton-Boyd regime (though many o f  these men were 
re in s ta te d  in  1579). This marked the beginnings o f  the fa c t io n a l is m  
which was encouraged by Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox in  1580, a year marked by a 
double set o f  e le c t io n s .  From 1580 to  1582 the Lennox in te re s t  
predominated, u n t i l  the men ousted in  October 1580 re turned to  power
O
under the aegis o f  the Ruthven regime.
The s ize  o f  the coun c il  va r ied  cons ide rab ly ,  r i s in g  f a i r l y  
s te a d i ly  from 14 in  1574-75 to  a peak o f  30 in  the second co u n c il  o f  
1580-81. Therea fte r i t  was reduced in  number to  22 in  1583-84 before 
inc reas ing  again to  27 in  1584-85 and 33 in  1585-86. On th is  la s t
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occasion the provost p ro tes ted  th a t  t h is  should not act as a precedent 
and s ig n i f i c a n t l y  the next coun c ils  fo r  which in fo rm a tion  su rv ives ,  those 
o f  1588-89 and 1589-90, were 21 and 22 s trong r e s p e c t iv e ly .3 The 
v a r ia t io n s  in  s ize  almost c e r ta in ly  r e f le c te d  attempts by successive 
a d m in is t ra t io n s  to  widen the basis o f  t h e i r  support o r ,  when once 
e s tab l ishe d , to  c u l t i v a te  a sm alle r group o f  supporte rs , a lthough there 
is  a suggestion in  the p ro v o s t 's  p ro te s t  o f  1585 th a t  m atters had got 
out o f  hand.
I t  is  not easy to  i d e n t i f y  c o u n c i l lo r s '  occupations and th e re fo re  
the r a t i o  o f  merchants to  craftsmen, but the careers fo llowed by many 
o f  these men can be in fe r re d  e i th e r  by c o r re la t in g  appointments or by 
using o ther minute references to  in d iv id u a ls  p lus in fo rm a tion  from 
p ro to co ls  and testaments. The p ic tu re  which emerges is  somewhat 
confused (e s p e c ia l ly  in  the 1570s) but in  the counc ils  o f  1583-86 the 
number o f  'unknowns' i s  s u f f i c i e n t l y  small to  suggest th a t  there  were 
rough ly  tw ice as many merchants as craftsmen. Table 13 shows the 
number o f  c o u n c i l lo r s  per annum and t h e i r  occupations.
Table 14 shows the rep resen ta t ion  o f  the craftsmen in  more d e t a i l .  
A l l  belonged to  incorpora ted  c r a f t s  and i t  is  notable th a t  the f le sh e rs  
do not appear u n t i l  1580-81, immediately a f te r  t h e i r  in c o rp o ra t io n  in  
October 1580.4 Of the trades then incorpora ted  the websters and masons 
do not appear to  have been represented.
Table 15 is  an a lp h a b e t ic a l l i s t  o f  a l l  c o u n c i l lo r s ,  in d ic a t in g  
the number o f  times they were appointed, those c o u n c i l lo r s  who became 
m agis tra tes  and those who served on the k i r k  session.
Tables 16 and 17 are s t a t i s t i c a l  analyses o f  c o n t in u i t y  and change
among the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c ils .
As in  e a r l i e r  tab le s  [D] in d ic a te s  th a t  these in d iv id u a ls  are
known to  have been deacons sometime during  the per iod  1574 to  1586.5
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Table 1 : 1574-73 co u n c il  (e lec ted  6 October 1574)6
James Fleming [merchant]
David Lyon
David Lindsay, e lder 
George Herbertson 
John Fleming 
John Wilson
W il l iam  Cunninghame (merchant)
Andrew B a i l l i e  [merchant]
Robert Stewart [merchant]
W il l iam  Rowat t a i l o r
John Gilmour 
George Young 
W il l iam  Watt,
baxter [D]
pewterer
co rd ine r
Andrew R i tc h ie ,  (merchant)
tre a su re r master o f  work
S ize : 14
Composition: 5 merchants
4 craftsmen
5 unknown 
T reasurer; inc luded 
Master o f  Work: inc luded
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  1573-74
The membership o f  the co u n c il  o f  1573-74 i s  unknown although on 26 
March 1574 the b a i l i e s  p lus W il l iam  Cunninghame, John Wilson, W il l iam  
Watt, John Fleming and Michael Baird were appointed to  ' v i s i e  the 
lonys th a t  the samyn be nocht d i m i n i s i t ' .  Cunninghame and h is  
colleagues may have been c o u n c i l lo r s ,  to  judge by la t e r  p ra c t ic e  
regard ing committees. S im i la r ly  John Wilson, W il l iam  Watt and W il l iam  
S tru th e rs  'w i th  ane b a i l l i e '  were appointed on 24 A p r i l  1574 to 
superv ise the roup o f  the ru inous west gable o f  the B la c k f r ia r s  k i r k  : 
S tru th e rs  (who is  not re fe r re d  to  elsewhere in  1574-86 in  an o f f i c i a l  
capa c ity )  may also have been a c o u n c i l l o r . 7
Although the 1573-74 c o u n c i l lo r s  can not be id e n t i f i e d  the b a i l i e s  o f  
th a t  year are known. Two (E lph instone and Lyon) were continued in  
1574-75 but the t h i r d ,  James Fleming, now appears on the c o u n c i l .
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C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subsequent m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 14 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1574-75
( i )  W il l iam  Cunninghame and Andrew B a i l l i e  became b a i l i e s  in  1575—
76, (2 ) ;
( i i )  James Fleming, Robert S tewart, David Lindsay, George Herbertson, 
John Fleming and John Wilson were re -e le c te d  to  the 1575-76 
c o u n c i l ,  (6 ) ;
( i i i )  John Gilmour and George Young reappeared on the 1576-77 and 
1583-84 counc ils  re s p e c t iv e ly ,  (2 ) ;
Q
( i v )  not re -appo in ted  again were David Lyon (dead by 23 /2 /75 ) ,  W il l iam
9 inRowat (dead by 6 /5 /7 8 ) ,  Andrew R i tc h ie  (d ied August 1575) and
W il l iam  Watt (d ied May 1575), 11 (4 ) .
A d d it io n a l  or guasi c o u n c i l lo r s  1574-75
On 22 September 1575 the p rovost, the th ree  b a i l i e s  and a group o f
twelve men met to  a u d it  the accounts o f  Robert Fleming ( t re a s u re r  in
1573-74) which had f i r s t  been examined in  November 1574 by the same
12group. Although these men were not re fe r re d  to  as c o u n c i l lo r s ,  ten o f
them Here on the 1574-75 c o u n c i l .  Also inc luded however were Robert
Muir and George B u r r e l l .  N e ither was on the coun c il  a lthough Muir was
13a l i n e r .  B u r r e l l ,  who was deacon o f  the hammermen, held no o f f i c e  at 
t h is  t im e, though he became a c o u n c i l lo r  in  the fo l lo w in g  month. The 
a u d it in g  o f  accounts invo lved  groups o f  men who were predominantly , 
sometimes e x c lu s iv e ly ,  c o u n c i l lo r s  : the in c lu s io n  o f  n o n -c o u n c i l lo rs ,  
perhaps as assessors, may have re f le c te d  a des ire  to  represent the 
unrepresented in  m atters a f fe c t in g  the common good, hence perhaps the 
in c lu s io n  o f  a c r a f t  deacon. Muir on the o ther hand was a merchant, 
and the incons is tency  in  p ra c t ic e  remains puzz l in g .  Again, in  the 
con tex t o f  the c o u n c i l ,  i t  must be adm itted th a t  the a u d ito rs  were 
seldom a c tu a l ly  re fe r re d  to  as being c o u n c i l lo r s ,  a lthough an exception 
to  t h is  ru le  occurred in  1585.
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Table 2 : 1575-76 c o u n c il  (e lec ted  4 October 1575)15
George Elphinstone [merchant] Mr Adam Wallace
Arch iba ld  Lyon [merchant] David Lindsay, e lde r
James Fleming, [merchant] George Herbertson
master o f  work
Robert Stewart
John Wilson pewterer John Fleming
[merchant] John Lindsay, son to
(merchant) 
(merchant)
Michael Lindsay
George B u r re l l  
John Clerk 
John Temple,
saddler [D] James Braidwood 
t a i l o r  [D ] Cuthbert Herbertson 
(merchant)
co rd in e r  [D] 
baxter
tre a su re r  
S ize : 15
Composition; 7 merchants 
5 craftsmen 
3 unknown 
Treasurer: inc luded 
Master o f  work: inc luded
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  1574-75 magistracy and co u n c il  
Of the 15 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1575-76
( i )  George E lph ins tone, A rch iba ld  Lyon and Mr Adam Wallace had been 
b a i l i e s  in  1574-75, (3 ) ;
( i i )  James Fleming, John Wilson, Robert Stewart, David Lindsay, 
George Herbertson and John Fleming had been c o u n c i l lo r s  in
1574-75, (6 ) ;
( i i i )  newly appointed were George B u r r e l l ,  John C le rk , John Temple,
John Lindsay, James Braidwood and Cuthbert Herbertson, (6 ) ;  
however t h is  in f l u x  o f  new blood was probably more apparent than 
re a l  s ince the id e n t i t y  o f  c o u n c i l lo r s  p r io r  to  1574-75 is  
unknown.
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subsequent m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 15 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1575-76
George E lphinstone and John Wilson became b a i l i e s  in  1576-77
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( i i )  A rch iba ld  Lyon, James Fleming, George B u r r e l l ,  John C lerk , Mr 
Adam Wallace, David Lindsay, George Herbertson and John Lindsay 
were re -e le c te d  to  the 1576-77 c o u n c i l ,  (8 ) ;
( i i i )  Robert Stewart was re -e le c te d  to  the 1578-79 c o u n c i l ,  John 
Fleming was re -e le c te d  to  the 1577-78 coun c il  and James 
Braidwood was re -e le c te d  to  the second coun c il  o f  1580-81, (3 ) ;
( i v )  John Temple and Cuthbert Herbertson d id  not s i t  on a coun c il  
again dur ing t h is  pe r iod , (2 ) .  Temple died in  June 1600. 16
A d d it io n a l c o u n c i l lo r s  or guasi c o u n c i l lo r s  1575-76
On 3 October 1576 the new b a i l i e s ,  a f te r  a d ispute  w ith  the archbishop, 
were e lec ted  by the provost (Boyd), Andrew B a i l l i e  (one o f  the o ld  
b a i l i e s )  and twelve named men 'w i th  w the r is  d iuers  than p re s e n t ' .  As 
the le e t  fo r  the b a i l i e s  was supposed to  be drawn up by the new provost, 
o ld  b a i l i e s  and o ld  coun c il  i t  might be expected th a t  the twelve men 
who are named would be members o f  the 1575-76 c o u n c i l .  E ight o f  them 
were (Wallace, S tewart, the Herbertsons, David Lindsay, John Fleming, 
C lerk and B u r r e l l ) .  Two others held o f f i c e s  a t the time and would 
become c o u n c i l lo r s  on the fo l lo w in g  day : Robert M uir, l i n e r  and key 
keeper s ince Michaelmas 1575, and Robert Rowat, t re a s u re r  s ince Whitsun 
1576. John Auldcorne held no o f f i c e  a t a l l ,  and never became a 
c o u n c i l lo r .  John Wise l ik e w is e  held no o f f i c e  a t t h is  time though he 
is  known to  have been a deacon and became a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1577. I t  
must be conceded however th a t  none o f  these men was re fe r re d  to  as a 
c o u n c i l lo r .  17
During 1575-76 three sets o f  accounts were aud ited . Robert F lem ing 's 
accounts, which had already been examined in  September 1575, were 
f in a l is e d  on 10 November 1575 by the p rovost, one o f  the b a i l i e s  
(W il l iam  Cunninghame), ten named men and 'many u t h e r is ' .  Of those 
men who were named most had been invo lved  in  the e a r l i e r  meeting and 
a l l  ten were c o u n c i l lo r s .  18 On 10 January 1576 the accounts o f  the 
la te  Andrew R itc h ie  ( t re a s u re r ,  1574-75) were aud ited by the provos t, 
W il l iam  Cunninghame (one o f  the b a i l i e s )  and nine men. A l l  were then 
c o u n c i l lo r s  except one man, John Boyd [merchant] , who in  fa c t  held no 
o f f i c e  a t a l l  dur ing  the per iod 1574 to  1586 .19 On 22 September 1576 
the accounts o f  John Temple were aud ited by the provost, W il l iam
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Cunninghame and Andrew B a i l l i e  (the b a i l i e s ) ,  and a group o f  eleven 
men. E ight were c o u n c i l lo r s  w h ile  a n in th  was Robert Rowat, a lready 
t re a s u re r  and subsequently e lec ted  to  the new coun c il  twelve days 
la t e r  (4 October). The two 'o u ts id e rs '  were again John Auldcorne and 
deacon John Wise whose involvement in  the e le c t io n  o f  the b a i l i e s  in
on
e x tra o rd in a ry  circumstances on 3 October has ju s t  been noted.
Again i t  must be s tressed th a t  none o f  the men no ticed  above was 
a c tu a l ly  re fe r re d  to  as a c o u n c i l lo r  on these occasions.
Table 3 : 1376-77 co u n c il  (e lec ted  4 October 1576)21
W il l iam  Cunninghame Andrew B a i l l i e [merchant]
David Lindsay, e lde r A rch iba ld  Lyon [merchant]
Mr Adam Wallace, 
common p rocu ra to r
James Fleming, master 
o f  work
[merchant]
George Herbertson Robert Muir merchant
John Lindsay merchant Matthew Wilson [merchant]
James Wilson merchant Robert Rowat, 
t re a s u re r
[merchant]
John C lerk t a i l o r  [D] George B u r re l l (sadd le r)  [D]
John Gilmour co rd ine r Robert Adam merchant
S ize : 16
Composition: 9 merchants
3 craftsmen
4 unknown 
T reasure r: inc luded 
Master o f  work: inc luded
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  previous m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 16 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1576-77
( i )  W il l iam  Cunninghame and Andrew B a i l l i e  had been b a i l i e s  in  1575— 
76, (2);
( i i )  David Lindsay, Mr Adam Wallace, George Herbertson, John Lindsay, 
John C le rk , A rch iba ld  Lyon, James Fleming and George B u r r e l l  had 
been c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1575-76, (8 ) ;
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( i i i )  John Gilmour had been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1574-75, (1 ) ;
( i v )  James Wilson, Robert M uir, Matthew Wilson, Robert Rowat and 
Robert Adam were new appointments, (5 ) ,  a lthough the in f l u x  o f  
new men may again be more apparent than re a l  because o f  the lack  
o f  in fo rm a tion  about the coun c ils  p r io r  to  1574-75.
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subseguent m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 16 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1576-77
( i )  Mr Adam Wallace and Robert Rowat became b a i l i e s  in  1577-78, (2 ) .
( i i )  W il l iam  Cunninghame, David Lindsay, George Herbertson, John 
Lindsay, John C le rk , Andrew B a i l l i e ,  A rch iba ld  Lyon, James
Fleming, Robert Muir, Matthew Wilson, George B u r r e l l  and Robert
Adam were re -e le c te d  to  the 1577-78 c o u n c i l ,  (12);
( i i i )  John Gilmour became a c o u n c i l lo r  again in  1585-86, (10);
( i v )  James Wilson d id  not become a c o u n c i l lo r  again, (1 ) .
A d d it io n a l  or q u a s i-c o u n c i l lo rs  1576-77
1576-77 provides, the f i r s t  c le a r  example o f  an a d d i t io n a l  c o u n c i l lo r  not
recorded in  the o r ig in a l  l i s t  o f  4 October 1576. On 28 November 1576 a
s ta tu te  was passed t h i r l i n g  the in h a b i ta n ts  to  the town m i l l  by the
p rovos t, the two b a i l i e s  'accompaneit w i th t  the counsale quhais names
f o l l o w i s ' .  F i f te e n  names appear. A l l  were indeed c o u n c i l lo r s  except
Peter Lymburner [hammerman, g o ld sm ith ] ,  though i t  may be added th a t  he
was a l i n e r  a t t h is  t im e. The only two c o u n c i l lo r s  m issing were
22W ill iam  Cunninghame and Matthew Wilson.
S im i la r ly ,  when on 14 May 1577 a s ta tu te  was enacted regard ing  the upkeep
o f  the town m i l l ,  t h is  was recorded as having been passed by the
provos t,  b a i l i e s  and 'th e  counsale u n d e rw r i t te n ' .  Twelve names appear
and again Lymburner was one o f  them. The f i v e  c o u n c i l lo r s  not present
were W il l iam  Cunninghame, Mr Adam Wallace, George Herbertson, James
23Wilson and Robert M uir.
With the excep tion  o f  these two re fe rences, Lymburner was never a 
c o u n c i l lo r  in  t h is  per iod .
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Table 4 : 1577-78 coun c il  (e lec ted  3 October 1577) ^
Robert Lord Boyd George E lphinstone [merchant]
John Wilson (pew te re r) A rch iba ld  Lyon [merchant]
David Lindsay, e lde r James Fleming [merchant ]
George Herbertson Andrew B a i l l i e [merchant]
W il l iam  Cunninghame Matthew Wilson [merchant]
Robert Muir (merchant) John Lindsay (merchant)
John Fleming (merchant) Robert Adam (merchant)
P a tr ic k  Glen, 
t re a s u re r
[merchant] George B u r r e l l (sadd le r)  [D]
John Wise [s k in n e r ]  [D] John Clerk ( t a i l o r )  [D]
John Anderson [c o rd in e r ]  [D]
Size: 19
Composition: 10 merchants
4 craftsmen 
1 la i r d /n o b le  
4 unknown
Treasure r: inc luded
MasteJ? o f  work; inc luded (James Fleming)
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  previous m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 19 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1577-78
( i )  Robert Lord Boyd was the former p rovos t,  1573-77, (1 ) ;
( i i )  John Wilson and George E lphinstone had been b a i l i e s  in  1576-77, 
(2 );
( i i i )  David Lindsay, George Herberston, W il l iam  Cunninghame, Robert 
Muir, A rch iba ld  Lyon, James Fleming, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  Matthew 
Wilson, John Lindsay, Robert Adam, George B u r r e l l  and John C lerk 
had been on the 1576-77 c o u n c i l ,  (12);
( i v )  John Fleming had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1575-76, (1 ) ;
(v ) P a tr ic k  Glen, John Wise and John Anderson had not been 
c o u n c i l lo r s  be fo re , (3 ) .
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C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subsequent m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 19 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1577-78
( i )  David Lindsay, W il l iam  Cunninghame and George Elphinstone became 
b a i l i e s  in  1578-79, (3 ) ;
( i i )  George Herbertson, John Wise, John Anderson, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  
Matthew Wilson and Robert Adam were re -e le c te d  to  the 1578-79 
c o u n c i l ,  (6 ) ;
( i i i )  John Wilson next became a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1579-80, Robert Muir in
1579-80, John Fleming in  1579-80, A rch iba ld  Lyon in  1579-80, James 
Fleming in  1579-80, John Lindsay on the f i r s t  coun c il  o f  1580-81 
George B u r r e l l  in  1579-80 and John C lerk in  1579-80, (8 ) ;
( i v )  Robert Lord Boyd was not reappointed again (as e i th e r  provost or 
c o u n c i l lo r )  and P a tr ic k  Glen was not reappointed again, (2 ) .  Boyd 
died in  January 1590 and Glen in  December 1592.25
A d d it io n a l  or q u a s i-c o u n c i l lo rs  1577-78
One a u d it  was conducted during t h is  year. On 3 September 1578 the 
accounts o f  Robert Rowat ( t re a s u re r  1576-77) were aud ited by the 
provost and nine men, s ix  o f  whom were c o u n c i l lo r s .  A seventh, James 
Blackburn, was then t re a s u re r  and would become a c o u n c i l lo r  a month 
la t e r .  Also invo lved  were James R i tc h ie ,  a cooper and (probab ly) a 
deacon, and John Woddrop, both o f  whom ( l i k e  Blackburn) were not 
c o u n c i l lo r s .  Apart from being a deacon R itc h ie  was however a t  t h is  
time a l i n e r ,  and would become a c o u n c i l lo r  ( l i k e  Blackburn) a month
la t e r .  Woddrop however held no posts dur ing t h is  per iod o ther than a le
26ta s te r  and plague searcher in  1574-75. Nevertheless none o f  these men 
was described s p e c i f i c a l l y  as a c o u n c i l lo r  w h ile  a c t in g  in  t h is  
c a p a c i ty .
Table 5 : 1578-79 coun c il  (e lec ted  2 October 1578) 27
Mr Adam Wallace Robert Rowat [merchant]
John Stewart o f  Robert Stewart [merchant]
Bowhouse
Hector Stewart
John Graham , 
(younger)
Matthew Wilson
[merchant] Malcolm Stewart 
Gavin Graham
[merchant] John Anderson dryleddirman [D]
107
David H a ll
N ico l Andrew
Robert Adam
James Blackburn, 
t rea su re r
[merchant] George Herbertson
[merchant] James R itc h ie
(merchant) John Wise
[merchant] Andrew B a i l l i e
(cooper) [D] 
[s k in n e r ]  [D] 
[merchant]
Size: 18
Composition: 9 merchants
2 craftsmen 
1 l a i r d  
6 unknown
Treasurer: inc luded
Master o f  work: not inc luded (James Fleming)
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  previous m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 18 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1578-79
( i )  Mr Adam Wallace and Robert Rowat had been b a i l i e s  in  1577-78, (2 ) ;
( i i )  Matthew Wilson, Robert Adam, John Anderson, George Herbertson,
John Wise and Andrew B a i l l i e  had been c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1577-78, (6 ) ;
( i i i )  -Robert Stewart had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1575-76, (1 ) ;
( i v )  John Stewart, Hector S tewart, John Graham (younger), David H a l l ,  
N ico l Andrew, James Blackburn, Malcolm Stewart, Gavin Graham and 
James R itc h ie  had not been c o u n c i l lo r s  be fore , (9 ) .
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subsequent m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of 18 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1578-79
( i )  Mr Adam Wallace, John Stewart, Hector S tewart, John Graham 
(younger), Matthew Wilson, David H a l l ,  N ico l Andrew, Robert 
Adam, Robert Rowat, Robert Stewart, Malcolm Stewart, Gavin 
Graham and Andrew B a i l l i e  were reappointed to  the coun c il  o f
1579-80, (13);
( i i )  James Blackburn next became a c o u n c i l lo r  again in  1580-81
(second c o u n c i l ) ,  John Anderson next became a c o u n c i l lo r  again 
in  1582-83, George Herbertson next became a c o u n c i l lo r  again in  
1580-81 ( f i r s t  c o u n c i l ) ,  James R i tc h ie  next became a c o u n c i l lo r  
again in  1580-81 (second c o u n c i l )  and John Wise next became a 
c o u n c i l lo r  again in  1580-81 (second c o u n c i l ) ,  (5 ) .
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A d d it io n a l or q u a s i-c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1378-79
S h o rt ly  a f te r  the Michaelmas e le c t io n s  o f  October 1578 the accounts o f
P a tr ic k  Glen ( t re a s u re r ,  1577-78) were aud ited by the th ree  b a i l i e s
and a group o f  eleven men. A l l  were c o u n c i l lo r s  bar one, James Fleming,
who was however master o f  work and a l i n e r .  Nevertheless none o f  these men
28
was re fe r re d  to  as a c o u n c i l lo r  w h ile  a c t in g  in  t h is  capa c ity .
Table 6 : 1579-80 coun c il  (e lec ted 8 October 1579)29
David Lindsay, e lde r Mr Adam Wallace
John Stewart o f  
Bowhouse
Arch iba ld  Lyon [merchant]
James Fleming [merchant] Robert Stewart [merchant]
Andrew B a i l l i e [merchant] Robert Rowat [merchant ]
John Graham, 
(younger)
Malcolm Stewart
Matthew Wilson [merchant] Gavin Graham, master 
o f  work
Hector Stewart [merchant] Robert Muir (merchant)
David H a ll [merchant] W il l iam  Turnbu ll [merchant]
John Fleming (merchant) John Wilson (pew te re r)
George B u r r e l l sadd ler [D] Robert Young baxter
John Clerk t a i l o r  [D] Convell S t ru th e rs ,  
t re a s u re r
[merchant]
Robert Adam merchant N ico l Andrew [merchant]
S ize : 24
Composition: 15 merchants 
4 craftsmen 
1 l a i r d  
4 unknown 
T reasure r: inc luded 
Master o f  work: inc luded
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  previous m ag is trac ies  and coun c ils  
Of the 24 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1579-80
( i )  David Lindsay had been a b a i l i e  in  1578-79, (1 ) ;
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( i i )  John Stewart o f  Bowhouse, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  John Graham (younger), 
Matthew Wilson, Hector S tewart, David H a l l ,  Robert Adam, Mr Adam 
Wallace, Robert S tewart, Robert Rowat, Malcolm Stewart, Gavin 
Graham and N ico l Andrew had been c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1578-79, (13);
( i i i )  James Fleming had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1577-78, John Fleming 
had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1577-78, George B u r r e l l  had la s t  
been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1577-78, John C lerk had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  
in  1577-78, A rch iba ld  Lyon had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1577-78, 
Robert Muir had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1577-78 and John Wilson 
had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1577-78, (7 ) ;
( i v )  W il l iam  T u rnbu ll ,  Robert Young and Convell S tru the rs  had not been 
c o u n c i l lo rs  be fore , (3 ) .
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subseguent m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
In 1580 there were two sets o f  appointments : the b a i l i e s  on 4 and 19
October and the coun c il  on 7 and 20 October. The fo l lo w in g  i s  based on
the f i r s t  se t ,  e f fe c te d  on 4 and 7 October 1580.
Of the 24 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1579-80
( i )  Robert Rowat was appointed a b a i l i e  on 4 /10 /80, (1 ) ;
( i i )  David Lindsay, John Stewart, James Fleming, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  John 
Graham (younger), Matthew Wilson, Hector Stewart, John Fleming, 
George B u r r e l l ,  John C lerk , Robert Adam, Mr Adam Wallace,
A rch iba ld  Lyon, Robert S tewart, Malcolm Stewart, Gavin Graham, 
Robert Muir, W il l iam  T u rn b u ll ,  John Wilson and Convell S tru th e rs  
were re -e le c te d  to  the coun c il  on 7 /10/80, (20);
( i i i )  David H a ll  and N ico l Andrew next became c o u n c i l lo r s  on the 
rev ised coun c il  e lec ted  on 20/10/80 (2 ) ;
( i v )  Robert Young d id  not become a c o u n c i l lo r  again, (1 ) .
A d d it io n a l  or g u a s i-c o u n c i l lo rs  1579-80
On 16 October 1579 the accounts o f  James Blackburn, ( t re a s u re r  1578-79)
were aud ited by the two b a i l i e s  (E lph ins tone and Cunninghame) and a 
group o f  fourteen men, a l l  o f  whom (though not re fe r re d  to  as such) 
were c o u n c i l lo r s .30
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On 26 A p r i l  1580 the master o f  work was reimbursed fo r  h is  ou t la ys  on
the ca lsay work on the a u th o r is a t io n  o f  the two b a i l i e s  and th i r te e n
*2 1
'c o u n s a i lo rs ' ,  a l l  o f  whom were indeed on the c o u n c i l .  On 26 May 
1580 a group o f  e ig h t  men de l ive red  the m i l l  to  the farmer. Six were 
c o u n c i l lo r s ,  and they inc luded three l in e r s  one o f  whom was the master 
o f  work. The o ther two men were George Brownside ( lee ted  c le rk  on 
severa l occasions but not a ho lder o f  any o f f i c e  dur ing t h is  pe r iod ) 
and Mungo Wilson (p re v io u s ly  a minor o f f i c e  ho lder and not a c o u n c i l lo r  
u n t i l  1584-85). N e ither was a c o u n c i l lo r  but i t  must be emphasised 
th a t  these men were not re fe r re d  to  as c o u n c i l lo r s  wh ile  a c t in g  in  
t h is  capa c ity .  32
Table 7 : 1580-81 counc ils  (e lec ted  7 and 20 October 158Q) 33 
F i r s t  c o u n c i l ,  e lec ted  7 October
Matthew Stewart o f  
Minto
David Lindsay, e lde r
Mr Adam Wallace Arch iba ld  Lyon [merchant ]
James Fleming [merchant] John Stewart o f  
Bowhouse
Robert Stewart [merchant] Andrew B a i l l i e [merchant]
Malcolm Stewart John Graham,(younger)
Matthew Wilson [merchant] George Herberston
Hector Stewart [merchant] John Fleming (merchant)
Robert Muir (merchant) Robert Adam, t re a su re r (merchant)
Gavin Graham, 
master o f  work
John Lindsay (merchant)
A rch iba ld  Wilson (merchant) W il l iam  Turnbu ll [merchant]
James Lyon [merchant] John Wilson (pew te re r)
Thomas Pe tt ig rew [merchant] George B u r r e l l (sadd le r)  [D]
Convell S tru the rs [merchant] James Craig (bax te r)
John Clerk ( t a i l o r )  [D]
S ize : 27
Compositon: 15 merchants
4 craftsmen 
2 la i r d s  
6 unknown
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Treasure r: inc luded 
Master o f  work: inc luded
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  previous m ag is trac ies  and c o u n c i l lo r s
Of the 27 c o u n c i l lo r s  e lec ted  on 7 October 1580
( i )  Mr Adam Wallace, James Fleming, Robert S tewart, Malcolm Stewart, 
Matthew Wilson, Hector S tewart, Robert M uir, Gavin Graham, 
Convell S t ru th e rs ,  John C le rk , David Lindsay, A rch iba ld  Lyon, 
John Stewart o f  Bowhouse, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  John Graham (younger), 
John Fleming, Robert Adam, W il l iam  T u rnbu ll ,  John Wilson and 
George B u r r e l l  had been c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1579-80, (20);
( i i )  George Herbertson had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1578-79 and John 
Lindsay had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1577-78, (2 ) ;
( i i i )  Matthew Stewart o f  M into, A rch iba ld  Wilson, James Lyon, Thomas 
P e tt ig rew  and James Craig had not been c o u n c i l lo r s  before (5 ) .
Second c o u n c i l ,  e lec ted  20 October 1580 35
David Lindsay, e lde r Mr Adam Wallace
John Stewart o f  
Bowhouse
Arch iba ld  Lyon [merchant]
John Graham, e lde r Andrew B a i l l i e [merchant]
Malcolm Stewart David H a ll [merchant]
Gavin Graham Robert Fleming [merchant]
John Wise [s k in n e r ]  [D] James Blackburn [merchant]
Robert Muir (merchant) James Lyon [merchant]
David Wilson (merchant) James R itc h ie (cooper) [D]
C o lin  Campbell [merchant ] N ico l Andrew [merchant]
W il l iam  Turnbu ll [merchant] Thomas P e tt ig rew [merchant]
Convell S tru the rs [merchant] P a tr ic k  Gray ( t a i l o r )
John Shie lds sk ipper N in ian Darrocht [merchant]
John Farquhar [merchant] Robert Adam, t re a su re r (merchant)
George Herbertson James Braidwood (c o rd in e r )  [D]
John Stewart, 
younger
John Muir f le s h e r
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S ize : 30
Composition: 16 merchants 
5  craftsmen 
1 l a i r d
1 o ther (John Sh ie lds , sk ippe r)
7 unknown 
Treasurer: inc luded
Master o f  work: inc luded (Gavin Graham)
Comparison o f  the two counc ils  7-19 October 1580 and 20 October 1380-81 
and t h e i r  respec t ive  groups o f  m ag is tra tes
Of the 27 c o u n c i l lo rs  e lec ted  on 7 October 1580
( i )  Robert Stewart, Hector Stewart and John Graham younger were 
appointed b a i l i e s  on 19 October ( re p la c in g  E lph instone, 
Cunninghame and Rowat, appointed b a i l i e s  on 4 October), (3 ) ;
( i i )  Mr Adam Wallace, Malcolm Stewart, Robert Muir, Gavin Graham,
James Lyon, Thomas Pe tt ig rew , Convell S t ru th e rs ,  David Lindsay, 
A rch iba ld  Lyon, John Stewart o f  Bowhouse, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  George 
Herbertson, Robert Adam and W il l iam  Turnbu ll were re ta ined  on the 
coun c il  e lec ted  on 20 October, (14).
Thus a t o t a l  o f  17 men were re ta ined  e i th e r  as m ag is tra tes  or as 
c o u n c i l lo r s .
The fo l lo w in g  were d isp laced:
( i )  Matthew Stewart o f  Minto ceased to  be a c o u n c i l lo r ,  but became 
provost in  1581 fo r  two terms and a f te r  a year out o f  o f f i c e
re turned to  the coun c il  in  1584-86, (1 ) ;
( i i )  Matthew Wilson ceased to  be a c o u n c i l lo r  but became master o f  
work in  May 1581,re tu rn in g  to  the co u n c il  in  October 1581, (1 ) ;
( i i i )  James Fleming, A rch iba ld  Wilson, John Clerk, John Fleming, John 
Lindsay, George B u r re l l  and James Craig ceased to be c o u n c i l lo r s  
but a l l  re tu rned to the coun c il  in  1582-83, (7 ) ;
( i v )  John Wilson d id  not become a c o u n c i l lo r  again, (1 ) .
Thus a t o t a l  o f  10 men were removed from the c o u n c i l ,  in  a d d it io n  to  
the th ree  d isp laced b a i l i e s ,  (Cunninghame, who re turned to o f f i c e  as a
c o u n c i l lo r  in  1581-82; Rowat, who re tu rned to  o f f i c e  as a c o u n c i l lo r
in  1582-83; and E lph instone, who re tu rned to  o f f i c e  as a c o u n c i l lo r  in
1583-84).
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The 14 c o u n c i l lo rs  who were re ta ined  (p lus  the three re ta ined  as b a i l i e s )
were jo ine d  by another s ix teen  men on the rev ised coun c il  o f  20 October
1580:
( i )  s ix  who had p rev io us ly  been c o u n c i l lo r s  : James Braidwood had la s t  
been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1575-76; James Blackburn, James R i tc h ie  and 
John Wise had la s t  been c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1578-79; N ico l Andrew and 
David H a ll  had la s t  been c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1579-80;
( i i )  ten men who had not been c o u n c i l lo rs  before : John Graham e ld e r ,  
David Wilson, Co lin  Campbell, John Sh ie lds , John Farquhar, John 
Stewart younger, Robert Fleming, P a tr ic k  Gray, N in ian Darrocht and 
John Muir.
C o n t in u i ty  between second coun c il  o f  1580-81 and subsequent
m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 30 c o u n c i l lo r s  appointed on 20 October 1580
( i )  C o lin  Campbell became a b a i l i e  in  1581-82, (1 ) ;
( i i )  JohnStewart o f  Bowhouse, John Graham e ld e r ,  Malcolm Stewart,
Gavin Graham, John Wise, Robert M uir, John Sh ie lds , John Farquhar, 
George Herbertson, John Stewart younger, Mr Adam Wallace, 
A rch iba ld  Lyon, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  David H a l l ,  James Lyon, James 
R i tc h ie ,  P a tr ic k  Gray, N inian Darrocht and John Muir were re ­
e lec ted  c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1581-82, (19);
( i i i )  David Wilson became a c o u n c i l lo r  again in  1583-84, Convell 
S tru the rs  and Thomas Pe tt ig rew  became c o u n c i l lo r s  again in  1585— 
86, Robert Adam became a c o u n c i l lo r  again in  1582-83, (4 ) ;
( i v )  David Lindsay e ld e r ,  W il l iam  T u rnbu ll ,  Robert Fleming, James 
Blackburn, N ico l Andrew and James Braidwood d id  not become 
c o u n c i l lo r s  again, (6 ) .  Robert Fleming died in  October 1592 and 
James Braidwood in  June 1594.36
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C o n t in u i ty  w ith  previous m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 27 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1581-82
( i )  Hector Stewart had been b a i l i e  in  1580-81, (1 ) ;
( i i )  John Graham e ld e r ,  Mr Adam Wallace, A rch iba ld  Lyon, George 
Herbertson, John Farquhar, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  Malcolm Stewart, David 
H a l l ,  Robert Muir, N inian Darrocht, John Sh ie lds , James Lyon,
John Stewart o f  Bowhouse, Gavin Graham, John Stewart (younger), 
P a tr ic k  Gray, John Muir, John Wise and James R itc h ie  had been 
c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1580-81, (19);
( i i i )  W il l iam  Cunninghame had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1577-78, 
although he had th e re a f te r  served as a b a i l i e ,  1578-80, and had 
been one o f  the three b a i l i e s  asked to  stand down on 19 October 
1580 a f te r  h is  e le c t io n  on 4 October; s im i la r ly  Matthew Wilson 
had la s t  been on the coun c il  in  1579-80 and had been e lec ted  to  
the 1580-81 coun c il  on ly  to  be d isp laced on 20 October 1580, (2 ) ;
( i v )  W il l iam  Symmer, W il l iam  Hegate, Mr Henry Gibson, A rch iba ld  Muir 
and John Scott had not been c o u n c i l lo r s  before (5 ) .
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subsequent m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 27 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1581-82, 10 were re ta ined  in  1582-83:
( i )  W il l iam  Cunninghame and Mr Adam Wallace became b a i l i e s  in
1582-83, (20;
( i i )  A rch iba ld  Lyon, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  Mr Henry Gibson, Robert Muir, 
N in ian Darrocht, James Lyon, Matthew Wilson and John Scott were 
re -e le c te d  to  the coun c il  o f  1582-83 (8 ).
17 c o u n c i l lo r s  were not continued in  o f f i c e  in  1582-83:
( i )  George Herbertson, David H a l l ,  Gavin Graham and John Muir
became c o u n c i l lo r s  again in  1583-84, (4 ) ;
( i i )  W il l iam  Hegate and James R itc h ie  became c o u n c i l lo r s  again in
1584-85, (2 ) ;
( i i i )  John Farquhar, Hector S tewart, John Shie lds and John Stewart 
younger became c o u n c i l lo r s  again in  1585-86, (4 ) ;
( i v )  John Graham e ld e r ,  W il l iam  Symmer, Malcolm Stewart, John Stewart 
o f  Bowhouse, P a tr ic k  Gray, A rch iba ld  Muir and John Wise d id  not
38become c o u n c i l lo rs  again, (7 ) .  P a tr ic k  Gray died in  A p r i l  1598.
John Stewart o f  Bowhouse made out p a r t  o f  h is  w i l l  in  June 1582
39and was c e r ta in ly  dead by 1592.
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C o n tin u i ty  w ith  previous m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 23 c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1382-83
( i )  Andrew B a i l l i e ,  A rch iba ld  Lyon,James Lyon, John Sco tt ,  Mr Henry 
Gibson, Matthew Wilson, Robert Muir and N inian Darrocht had been 
c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1381-82, (8 ) ;
( i i )  John Anderson had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1578-79 and Robert Adam 
in  1580-81; Robert Rowat had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1579-80 but 
was one o f  the b a i l i e s  d isp laced on 19 October 1580; another 
seven were c o u n c i l lo r s  d isp laced on 20 October 1580 : James Fleming 
( la s t  f u l l  term as a c o u n c i l lo r  1579-80), John Fleming (1579-80), 
John Lindsay (1577-78), James Craig, A rch iba ld  Wilson, George 
B u r re l l  (1579-80), and John Clerk (1579-80), (10 ) ;
( i i i )  Mr Andrew Hay, Thomas Muir, Mr Thomas Smeaton, Matthew Watson and 
John Angus had not been c o u n c i l lo rs  be fore , (5 ) .
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subsequent m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 23 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1582-83
( i )  James Fleming, Robert Rowat, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  Thomas Muir, John 
■Lindsay, A rch iba ld  Lyon, James Lyon, A rch iba ld  Wilson, Robert 
Adam, John Anderson, John C lerk and Mr Henry Gibson were 
re -e le c te d  to  the 1583-84 c o u n c i l ,  (12);
( i i )  George B u r re l l  became a c o u n c i l lo r  again in  1584-85 and John 
Scott in  1585-86, (2 ) ;
AO
( i i i )  Mr Andrew Hay (d ied 1593), John Fleming (who was dead by March 
1584),43 Mr Thomas Smeaton (d ied December 1583),^  James Cra ig, 
Matthew Watson, John Angus, Matthew Wilson, Robert Muir (d ied 
November 1587)45 and Ninian Darrocht d id  not become c o u n c i l lo r s  
again, (9 ) .
A d d it io n a l or g u a s i - c o u n c i l lo r s , 1582-83
On 8 October 1582 i t  was ordained th a t  no burgess was to  be admitted by 
the b a i l i e s  unless the tre a su re r  and 'ane s u f f i c ie n t  number o f  the 
counsa ll be present to  w i t t  i i i j  or v j ' .  Although the act a lso ordered 
th a t  names o f  c o u n c i l lo r s  present a t admissions were to  be recorded, 
t h is  was on ly  done tw ice .  On the f i r s t  occasion, 28 December 1582, 
seven names were recorded and a l l  were indeed c o u n c i l lo rs  although the
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t re a su re r  was not p resen t.47 However on 20 February 1583 an admission
was noted as having been e f fe c te d  by Mr Adam Wallace, b a i l i e ,  W il l iam
Burns, treasure r, and four o thers . Two were c o u n c i l lo rs  (Matthew Wilson
and Thomas M u ir ) .  The others were the master o f  work (David H a l l )  who
was not however on the coun c il  and N ico l Andrew who had la s t  held o f f i c e
48as a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1580-81, subsequent to  which he held no o f f i c e .
On 23 May 1583 the m i l l  was de l ive red  to  the farmer by the three b a i l i e s
and a group o f  seven men. Only four were c o u n c i l lo r s .  Of the o ther
th ree , one was a l i n e r  (David H a l l ,  no longer master o f  work fo l lo w in g
the Whitsun e le c t io n  o f  1583), one was the new tre a su re r  (Thomas M i l l e r )
w h ile  the t h i r d  was Thomas Pe tt ig rew  who had been an outlandman at the
Whitsun court  o f  21 May but o therwise held no o f f i c e  a t t h is  p o in t .
However, u n l ik e  the example regard ing burgess e n try ,  none o f  these men
was re fe r re d  to  as a c o u n c i l lo r  w h ile  a c t in g  in  t h is  ro le ,  a lthough i t
49may be noted th a t  one year la te r  a l l  those invo lved  were c o u n c i l lo r s .
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Continuity with previous magistracies and councils
Of the 22 councillors in 1583-84
( i )  Archibald Lyon, Hr Henry Gibson, James Fleming, Andrew Baillie, 
Robert Rowat, John Lindsay, Archibald Wilson, merchant, John 
Anderson, Robert Adam, James Lyon, John Clerk and Thomas Muir had 
been councillors in 1582-83, (12 );
(ii) George Elphinstone had last been a councillor in 1577-78 
(thereafter he served as bailie 1578-80 but was deposed on 19 
October 1580 despite his election for a third term on 4 October 
1580; he had not held an office since): John Graham, younger, had 
last served a full term as councillor in 1579-80 (thereafter he
had been elected to the first council of 1580-81 and had then
become bailie on 19 October 1580, serving for two terms, 1580-82); 
David Wilson had last been a councillor in 1580-81; George 
Herbertson, Gavin Graham, David Hall and John Muir had last been
councillors in  1581-82; George Young had last been a councillor in
1574-75, (8);
( i i i )  John Luis and Archibald 'Wilson, lo r im e r ,  had not been 
councillors before, (2 .
Continuity with subsequent magistracies and councils
Of the 22 councillors in 1583-84
(i) George Elphinstone and Robert Rowat became bailies in 1584-85, (2);
( i i )  George Herbertson, Archibald Lyon, Mr Henry Gibson, John Graham 
younger, James Fleming, David Hall, Andrew Baillie, John Lindsay, 
Archibald Wilson, merchant, John Anderson, Robert Adam, David 
Wilson, James Lyon, John Muir, John Clerk, Thomas Muir and 
Archibald Wilson, lorimer, were re-elected councillors in
1584-85, (17);
(iii) Gavin Graham became a councillor again in 1585-86, (1);
(iv) George Young and John Luis did not become councillors again, (2 ) .
A d d it io n a l  o r  g u a s i-c o u n c i l lo rs  1583-84
On 12 June 1584 the mill was delivered to the farmer by the three
bailies and four men who, although not described as such, were all
councillors (in contrast to the delivery effected the previous year).51
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On 8 Ju ly  1584 a l e t t e r  was received from the k ing order ing  the 
m ag is tra tes  and coun c il  to  obey archbishop Montgomery. The three 
b a i l i e s  were present as were f i f t e e n  men described as 'c o u n s e l lo rs . '  
Th irteen  were on the foregoing coun c il  l i s t  (E lph ins tone, Fleming, 
A rch iba ld  and James Lyon, John Graham, H a l l ,  B a i l l i e ,  Lindsay, Rowat, 
C lerk , Wilson [merchant], Luis and Thomas M uir) but the o ther two,
David Biggard and Henry Spreu ll,  do not appear on th a t  l i s t . 52 Biggard 
held no o f f i c e  during t h is  pe r iod , although S p reu ll became a c o u n c i l lo r  
la t e r ,  in  1585-86. Both men can however be id e n t i f i e d  as having been 
deacons, o f  the sk inners and coopers r e s p e c t iv e ly . 55
On 18 August 1584 archbishop Montgomery p e t i t io n e d  the p rovos t, b a i l i e s  
and coun c il  to  accompany him 'w i th  ane reasonable numbir ' to  the k ing at 
S t i r l i n g .  Six men were nominated to  provide the archb ishop 's  escort 
(Hector Stewart; A rch iba ld  Wilson, merchant; Mungo Wilson; John 
Anderson; Henry S p re u l l ;  George B u r r e l l )  but on ly two o f  these men 
(A rch iba ld  Wilson, merchant, and John Anderson) were then c o u n c i l lo r s .  
Owing to  Montgomery's unpopu la r ity  i t  i s  poss ib le  th a t  they were 
vo lun teers  and the minute is  ambiguous in  th a t  the m ag is tra tes  and 
c o u n c il  were asked to provide the men though not necessa r i ly  from th e i r  
own membership. Yet i t  i s  notable th a t  one o f  these men is  Henry 
S p re u l l ,  a lready id e n t i f i e d  as a q u a s i-c o u n c i l lo r  on 8 Ju ly  1584.5^
Three aud its  were c a r r ie d  out during th is  year. A t the f i r s t ,  on 18
August 1584, the 1581-82 accounts o f  W il l iam  Symmer were approved by the
three b a i l i e s  and e ig h t  men, seven o f  whom were c o u n c i l lo r s .  The
exception was S ir  Matthew Stewart o f  Minto then out o f  o f f i c e  (though
soon to  become a c o u n c i l lo r )  but perhaps s ig n i f i c a n t l y ,  the provost 
dur ing the main period covered by Symmer's accoun ts .55 The second 
a u d it  was th a t  o f  W il l iam  Burn 's accounts o f  1582-83 and was c a r r ie d  
out on the same day by the three b a i l i e s  and seven men a l l  o f  whom were 
c o u n c i l lo r s  except Thomas P e t t ig re w .56 Pe tt ig rew , a c o u n c i l lo r  in
1580-81 and again in  1585-86, then held no o f f i c e .  In c id e n ta l ly  four men 
in  t h is  l a t t e r  group were invo lved in  the e a r l i e r  au d it  o f  Symmer's 
accounts on the same day and these four were a l l  c o u n c i l lo r s .  The t h i r d  
a u d it  was made on 15 September 1584 and invo lved  the 1583-84 accounts o f  
Thomas M i l l e r .  This time two b a i l i e s  (Cunninghame and Stewart) were 
present along w ith  a group o f  seven men, f iv e  o f  whom were c o u n c i l lo r s
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(o f  whom three had aud ited Symmer' s accounts and one had aud ited Burn 's 
accounts, one month e a r l i e r ) .  The o ther two were the tre a su re r  (David 
Donald, e lec ted  to  the coun c il  three weeks la t e r )  and Henry S p reu ll  
whose id e n t i f i c a t io n  as a q u a s i-c o u n c i l lo r  on 8 Ju ly  1584 has already 
been noted, but who would not become a c o u n c i l lo r  fo r  another year. 
S p reu ll  i s  here s p e c i f i c a l l y  re fe r re d  to  as a deacon as a lso  is  h is  
a u d i to r - c o u n c i l lo r  colleague George Young, and t h is  seems to  endorse 
the view th a t  deacons were from time to time purposely invo lved in  
a u d its .  Again however i t  must be emphasised th a t  wh ile  ac t in g  in  t h is  
capac ity  none o f  these men was a c tu a l ly  re fe r re d  to  as a c o u n c i l l o r . 57
R e la t ionsh ip  between 1583-84 magistracy and c o u n c i l ,  and the k i r k  session
The e a r l ie s t  su rv iv in g  session minutes commence in  November 1583, one
month a f te r  the counc il o f  1583-84 had been e lec ted . On 3 November 1583
58the k i r k  session was e lec ted . I t  comprised 35 e lde rs  (12 m in is te rs ,
23 lay-men) and 25 deacons.
Of the 23 lay  e lde rs ,  11 were m agis tra tes or c o u n c i l lo r s ,  namely
( i )  the three b a i l ie s  : W il l iam  Cunninghame, Mr Adam Wallace, Robert 
■Stewart;
( i i )  e igh t  o f  the twenty-two c o u n c i l lo rs  : Andrew B a i l l i e ,  Robert 
Rowat, David H a l l ,  James Lyon, John Lindsay, Thomas Muir, John 
Anderson and Robert Adam.
Of the 25 deacons, three were c o u n c i l lo r s ,  namely David Wilson, 
A rch iba ld  Wilson, lo r im e r ,  and h is  merchant namesake.
Table 11 : 1584-85 counc il (e lec ted  9 October 1584) 59
S ir  Matthew Stewart 
o f  Minto
Mr Adam Wallace
Robert Stewart, 
o ld  b a i l i e
W il l iam  Hegate
A rch iba ld  Lyon
George Herbertson
John Graham, younger
[merchant]
[n o ta ry ]  
[merchant]
Andrew B a i l l i e
Robert Adam 
David Wilson
James Lyon 
Mr Henry Gibson 
Mungo Wilson 
John Muir
[merchant]
(merchant) 
(merchant)
[merchant] 
[n o ta ry ] 
[merchant] 
f le s h e r
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James Fleming [merchant] George B u r r e l l
John Lindsay (merchant) John Clerk
James Montgomery [merchant] James R itc h ie
A rch iba ld  Wilson merchant A rch iba ld  Wilson
Thomas Muir [merchant] John Anderson
W il l iam  Stewart o f  
Be ltrees
dryleddirman [D]
(sadd le r)  [D] 
t a i l o r  [D] 
cooper [D] 
lo r im e r  [D]
David H a ll
David Donald
[merchant] 
(merchant)
S ize: 27
Composition: 14 merchants
6 craftsmen 
2 la i r d s
2 no ta r ie s
3 unknown
Treasurer: inc luded (David Donald)
Master o f  work: inc luded (James Fleming)
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  previous m ag is trac ies and counc ils
Of the 27 c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1584-85
( i )  Mr Adam Wallace and Robert Rowat had been b a i l i e s  in  1583-84, (2 ) ;
( i i )  A rch iba ld  Lyon, George Herbertson, John Graham younger, James
Fleming, John Lindsay, A rch iba ld  Wilson, merchant, Thomas M uir, 
David H a l l ,  Andrew B a i l l i e ,  Robert Adam, David Wilson, James 
Lyon, Mr Henry Gibson, John M uir, John C le rk , A rch iba ld  Wilson, 
lo r im e r ,  and John Anderson had been c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1583-84, (17);
( i i i )  S i r  Matthew Stewart o f  Minto had on ly  once been on a c o u n c i l ,
the f i r s t  counc il  o f  7-20 October 1580, but had been provost
1581-83; George B u r r e l l  had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1582-83,
( i v )  James Montgomery, W il l iam  Stewart o f  B e lt ree s ,  David Donald and 
Mungo Wilson had not been c o u n c i l lo r s  be fo re , (4 ) .
(4 ) ;
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C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subsequent m ag is trac ies  and counc ils
Of the 27 c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1584-85
( i )  Robert Stewart and John Graham, younger, became b a i l i e s  in
1585-86, (2 ) ;
( i i )  S ir  Matthew Stewart o f  M into, Mr Adam Wallace, W il l iam  Hegate, 
Arch iba ld  Lyon, George Herbertson, James Fleming, John Lindsay, 
James Montgomery, A rch iba ld  Wilson, merchant, Thomas M uir, W il l iam  
Stewart o f  B e ltrees , Andrew B a i l l i e ,  Robert Adam, James Lyon, Mr 
Henry Gibson, John Muir, James R itc h ie  and John Anderson were 
re -e le c te d  c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1585-86, (18);
( i i i )  David Donald, David H a l l ,  David Wilson, Mungo Wilson, George 
B u r r e l l ,  John Clerk and Arch iba ld  Wilson, lo r im e r ,  were not 
reappointed c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1585-86, (7 ) .  The d e ta i ls  fo r  the 
counc ils  o f  1586-87, 1587-88 are unknown. The next coun c il  fo r  
which in fo rm a tion  is  a v a i la b le  is  th a t  o f  1588-89 and David H a ll  
and George B u r re l l  were c o u n c i l lo rs  in  th a t  y e a r .60 David H a ll
was also a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1589-90.61 Another gap in  the minutes
62fo l lo w s ,  the next known coun c il  being th a t  o f  1594-95. H a ll  
d ied in  May 1612.63 Of the others David Wilson died in  November 
..1584 and David Donald died in  A p r i l  1594.65
A d d it io n a l  or guasi c o u n c i l lo rs  1584-85
On 3 Ju ly  1585 the 1584-85 accounts o f  David Donald were aud ited by the
provost (S ir  W il l iam  L iv ings tone  o f  K i ls y th )  two o f  the b a i l i e s
(W ill iam  Cunninghame and Robert Rowat) and a group o f  eleven men. E ight 
were c o u n c i l lo r s ,  w h ile  a n in th  was the t re a s u re r ,  Robert Boyd. The
other two were Andrew and Robert Fleming. The former held no o f f i c e  
between 1574 and 1586 wh ile  Robert Fleming had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r
in  1580-81. On t h is  occasion the wording o f  the minute im p l ies  th a t
these eleven men were a l l  c o u n c i l lo rs  since i t  ends 'and Arch iba ld  
Wilson o f  the c o u n s a l l ' .  As both Arch iba ld  Wilsons were c o u n c i l lo rs  in
1584-85, the phrase 'o f  the co u n sa l l '  appears to  apply to  the whole 
l i s t ,  a lthough i t  i s  ambiguous.66
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R e la t ionsh ip  between 1584-85 magistracy and coun c il  and the k i r k  session
In May 1584 the Arran government passed the 'B lack Acts ' a sse r t in g  the
a u th o r i ty  o f  the bishops, banning the p resby te r ies  and fo rb id d in g  any
assembly o f  the church to  meet w ithou t crown p e rm is s io n .67 The Glasgow
k i r k  session d id not meet between 18 Ju ly  1584 and 31 March 1585. On 22
A p r i l  1585 the ' l ic e n c e  be our soveraine to  hald assemblie in  the toun o f
glasgw' was engrossed in  the session minute book and the subsequent
e le c t io n  o f  e lders and deacons on 25 A p r i l  was the f i r s t  s ince 3 November 
681583.
The session o f  1585-86 comprised 28 e lders  (6 m in is te rs ,  22 lay-men) and 
21 deacons. Of the 22 lay  e lders  e lec ted  in  A p r i l  1585, 10 were 
m ag is tra tes  or c o u n c i l lo r s ,  October 1584 -  October 1585, namely
( i )  two b a i l i e s ,  W il l iam  Cunninghame and Robert Rowat (the t h i r d  
b a i l i e ,  George Elphinstone, had died on 2 A p r i l  1585);69
( i i )  e ig h t  out o f  27 c o u n c i l lo rs  : Robert Stewart, Mr Adam Wallace, 
Andrew B a i l l i e ,  John Lindsay, Thomas Muir, David H a l l ,  Robert 
Adam and A rch iba ld  Wilson, merchant.
Of the 21 detoms only one, A rch iba ld  Wilson, lo r im e r ,  was a lso a 
c o u n c i l lo r .  This session remained in  o f f i c e  from A p r i l  1585 u n t i l  
October 1586.
Table 12 : 1585-86 counc il  (e lec ted  9 October 1585)70
S ir  Matthew Stewart 
o f  Minto
James Lyon [merchant]
W il l iam  Cunninghame, 
o ld  b a i l i e
Donald S tru the rs [merchant ]
Mr Adam Wallace W il l iam  [H e r io t ] baxter
W il l iam  Stewart 
(o f  B e ltrees )
Henry S p reu ll [cooper] [D]
W il l iam  Hegate [n o ta ry ] James R itc h ie (cooper) [D]
A rch iba ld  Lyon [merchant] John Shie lds (sk ippe r)
Andrew B a i l l i e  [merchant] A rch iba ld  Wilson merchant
John Stewart, Robert Adam (merchant)
younger
Hector Stewart [merchant] James Montgomery [merchant]
Gavin Graham Mr Henry Gibson [no ta ry  ]
John Farquhar [merchant] John Gilmour ( c o rd in e r )
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James Stewart 
James Fleming 
Co lin  Campbell 
George Herbertson 
Thomas Pett ig rew  
Thomas Muir 
John Lindsay
[merchant] John Muir
[merchant] John Anderson
[merchant] John Hamilton
f le s h e r  
(c o rd in e r)  [D] 
(s m ith ) 
(bax te r)  [D]John Sco tt
[merchant ] 
[merchant ] 
merchant
S ize ; 33 ( In  the o r ig in a l ,  Andrew B a i l l i e  appears a lso in  the second
column, between Adam and Montgomery ; i t  has been assumed th a t  
t h is  was an e r ro r ) .
Composition: 13 merchants
8 craftsmen 
2 la i r d s
2 no ta r ie s
1 o ther (John Sh ie lds , sk ipper)
3 unknown
Treasurer: not inc luded (Robert Boyd)
Master o f  work; not inc luded (David H a l l )
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  previous m ag is trac ies and counc ils
Of the 33 c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1585-86
( i )  W il l iam  Cunninghame had been b a i l i e  in  1584-85, (1 ) ;
( i i )  S i r  Matthew Stewart o f  M into, Mr Adam Wallace, W il l iam  Stewart
(o f  B e lt re e s ) ,  W il l iam  Hegate, A rch iba ld  Lyon, Andrew B a i l l i e ,
James Fleming, George Herbertson, Thomas Muir, John Lindsay,
James Lyon, James R i tc h ie ,  Archibald Wilson, Robert Adam, James 
Montgomery, Mr Henry Gibson, John Muir and John Anderson had been 
c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1584-85, (18);
( i i i )  John Gilmour had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1576-77; Co lin  
Campbell had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1580-81, though he had also
been a b a i l i e  in  1581-82; Thomas Pe tt ig rew  and Convell (o r Donald)
S t ru th e rs 71 had la s t  been c o u n c i l lo r s  in  1580-81; John Stewart
(younger), Hector Stewart, John Farguhar and John Shie lds had la s t  
been c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1581-82; John Scott had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  
in  1582-83; and Gavin Graham had la s t  been a c o u n c i l lo r  in
1583-84, (10);
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( i v )  James Stewart, W il l iam  H e r io t ,  Henry S p reu ll  and John Hamilton had 
not been c o u n c i l lo rs  before , (4 ) .
C o n t in u i ty  w ith  subsequent m ag is trac ies and counc ils
The main period under d iscuss ion ends in  A p r i l  1586 w ith  the c lose o f  
the second s u rv iv in g  act book. However i t  i s  im portant to  cons ider, so 
fa r  as the records a l low , how many o f  the m agis tra tes and c o u n c i l lo r s  o f  
the 1574 to  1586 period surv ived in to  the la te  1580s. The p ro toco l 
books supply in fo rm a tion  on the b a i l i e s  between 1586 and 1588 and the 
next act book takes up the f u l l  record again in  October 1588, a lthough 
another gap (o f  four years) fo l low s  i t s  c lose in  Ju ly  1590 a t which po in t  
t h is  survey ends.
S ir  Matthew Stewart o f  Minto may have been provost in  1586-87 and was 
d e f in i t e l y  provost in  1587-90 (and almost c e r ta in ly  c o n t in u a l ly
*70
th e re a f te r  to  1600). The b a i l i e s  in  1585-86 had been John Graham 
(younger), Robert Rowat and Robert Stewart. In 1586-87 a l l  th ree  were 
removed (but poss ib ly  sat on the c o u n c i l )  and John Anderson, John 
Lindsay and Mr Adam Wallace became b a i l i e s ;  in  1587-88 Wallace was 
re ta ined  and Rowat and Robert Stewart re tu rned ; in  1588-89 Rowat was 
re ta ined  and he was jo ined  by James Fleming and James Stewart; in  
1589-90 Rowat and James Stewart were re ta ined  and Fleming was replaced 
by W il l iam  Cunninghame. 73
The coun c il  memberships o f  1588-89 and 1589-90 are known. 74 Taking 
these in  con junction  w ith  the d e ta i ls  o f  the m agis tra tes noted above 
and comparing these men w ith  the magistracy and co u n c il  o f  1585-86 the 
fo l lo w in g  p ic tu re  emerges.
Of the three b a i l ie s  in  1585-86
( i )  Graham was a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1588-90;
( i i )  Rowat was a b a i l i e  in  1587-90;
( i i i )  Stewart was a b a i l i e  in  1587-88 and a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1588-90.
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Of the t h i r t y - t h r e e  c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1585-86
( i )  S ir  Matthew Stewart o f  Minto was provost (p o ss ib ly )  in  1586-87 and 
( d e f in i t e ly )  in  1587-90;
( i i )  W il l iam  Cunninghame was a c o u n c i l lo r  in  1588-89 and a b a i l i e  in  
1589-90;
( i i i )  Mr Adam Wallace was a b a i l i e  in  1586-88 and a c o u n c i l lo r  in
1588-90;
( i v )  James Stewart was a b a i l i e  in  1588-90;
(v) James Fleming was a b a i l i e  in  1588-89 and a c o u n c i l lo r  in
1589-90;
( v i )  John Lindsay was a b a i l i e  in  1586-87 but died in  August 1588;75
( v i i )  John Anderson was a b a i l i e  in  1586-87 and a c o u n c i l lo r  in  
1588-90;
( v i i i )  Andrew B a i l l i e ,  John Stewart, Hector Stewart, Thomas Pe tt ig rew , 
Thomas Muir, James Lyon, W il l iam  H e r io t  and Arch iba ld  Wilson
served on both counc ils  1588-90 w h ile  Henry S p reu ll  and Mr Henry
Gibson were c o u n c i l lo rs  in  1589-90;
( i x )  At le a s t  three died between 1586 and 1590 : George Herbertson in
76 77.June 1586, A rch iba ld  Lyon in  November 1587 and Co lin  Campbell
in  February 1589;78
(x) W il l iam  Stewart, W il l iam  Hegate, Gavin Graham, John Farquhar, 
Donald S tru th e rs ,  James R i tc h ie ,  John Sh ie lds , Robert Adam, James 
Montgomery, John Gilmour, John Muir, John Hamilton and John Scott 
acted n e i th e r  as b a i l i e s ,  1586-90, nor as c o u n c i l lo r s ,  1588-90. 
However Adam was leeted master o f  work in  1590 and R itc h ie  was a 
l i n e r  in  1588-89.
Thus a l l  th ree b a i l ie s  in  1585-86 continued to  hold o f f i c e  in  the la te  
1580s as d id  17 o f  the 33 c o u n c i l lo rs  o f  th a t  year (or 18 i f  R i tc h ie  is  
inc luded as a l i n e r ) .  Of the remaining 16 (or 15, exclud ing R i tc h ie )  
a t le a s t  three died during these f iv e  years, 1586-90.
R e la t ionsh ip  between 1585-86 magistracy and coun c il  and the k i r k  session
The k i r k  session e lected  in  A p r i l  1585 remained in  o f f i c e  u n t i l  October 
1586. Thus, not only was the coun c il  o f  1584-85 contemporaneous w ith  
t h is  session, but a lso the coun c il  o f  1585-86. These notes have traced
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the l in k s  between c o u n c i l lo rs  and session members, showing how many 
c o u n c i l lo rs  were subsequently members o f  the session. Because o f  the 
overlap between session and counc il the question now becomes how many o f  
the 1585-86 magistracy and c o u n c i l lo rs  were a lready e lders  and deacons 
on t h e i r  e le c t io n  in  October 1585?
I t  w i l l  be re c a l le d  th a t  the session o f  A p r i l  1585 to  October 1586 
comprised 28 e lders (6 m in is te rs ,  22 lay-men) and 21 deacons. Of the 22 
la y  e lde rs ,  2 were b a i l ie s  and 8 were c o u n c i l lo rs  w h ile  o f  the 21 
deacons only one was a c o u n c i l lo r  p r io r  to  October 1585.79
A f te r  October 1585 2 e lders became b a i l i e s  (Robert Rowat and Robert 
Stewart, although i t  seems probable th a t  the t h i r d  b a i l i e ,  John Graham, 
younger, jo ined  the session ex o f f i c i o ) and ten e lde rs  became c o u n c i l lo rs  
(W il l iam  Cunninghame, Mr Adam Wallace, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  John Lindsay, 
Hector Stewart, John Stewart, Thomas Muir, Thomas P e tt ig rew , Robert Adam, 
A rch iba ld  Wilson, merchant). Of the 21 deacons, 2 were c o u n c i l lo r s  (John 
Scott and John S h ie lds ) .  There was no c o n t in u i ty  between the deacons, 
but o f  a t o t a l  o f  13 e lders  who were c o u n c i l lo rs  a t some p o in t  between 
A p r i l  1585 and October 1586, 9 men remained c o u n c i l lo rs  (o r b a i l i e s )  and 
e lde rs  throughout t h is  per iod , namely W il l iam  Cunninghame, Robert 
Rowat, Robert Stewart, Mr Adam Wallace, Andrew B a i l l i e ,  John Lindsay, 
Thomas Muir, Robert Adam and Arch iba ld  Wilson, merchant.
Table 13 : Councils 1574-86 : s ize  and composition
Date Size Merchants Craftsmen Others Unknown
1574-75 14 5 4 5
1575-76 15 7 5 3
1576-77 16 9 3 4
1577-78 19 10 5 1 la i r d /n o b le 3
1578-79 18 9 3 1 l a i r d 5
1579-80 24 15 4 1 l a i r d 4
1580-81 
( F i r s t )
27. 15 4 2 la i r d s 6
1580-81 
( Second)
30 16 5 1 l a i r d ,  1 sk ipper 7
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Date Size Merchants Craftsmen Others Unknowr
1581-82 27 10 6 1 la i r d ,  2 n o ta r ie s ,  
1 sk ipper
7
1582-83 23 14 6 1 no ta ry ,  2 co l lege  
rep resen ta t ives
0
1583-84 22 12 6 1 notary 3
1584-85 27 14 6 2 la i r d s ,  2 no ta r ie s 3
1585-86 33 15 8 2 la i r d s ,  2 n o ta r ie s ,  
1 sk ipper
5
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Table 15 : C o u n c illo rs  1574-86
In t h is  ta b le  the c o u n c i l lo rs  are arranged a lp h a b e t ic a l ly .  The number 
o f  occasions they served as c o u n c i l lo rs  is  given and both counc ils  o f
1580-81 are inc luded. Where an in d iv id u a l  was e lec ted  to  the short  
coun c il  o f  7-20 October 1580 th is  is  in d ica ted  by brackets . The 
in c lu s io n  o f  the short counc il means th a t  the maximum terms o f  o f f i c e  are 
t h i r te e n ,  not twelve. Between 1574 and 1586, 79 men held the 295 
counc ils  seats a c tu a l ly  a v a i la b le  so th a t  on average one o f  these men 
might expect to  be a c o u n c i l lo r  four t imes. However i f  the number o f  
men who served once is  removed, 55 men remain or a r a t i o  o f  1 : 5 
( ie  55 to  271); i f  those who served f iv e  times or less are considered 
18 men remain ho ld ing 145 o f  the 295 coun c il  seats, a r a t i o  o f  1 : 8.
In fa c t  coun c il  membership was ju s t  as r e s t r i c t i v e  as the b a i l ie s h ip s ,  
many men being returned severa l times. Of a t o t a l  o f  th i r te e n  terms 
o f  o f f i c e ,
( i )  Andrew B a i l l i e  was a c o u n c i l lo r  twelve times;
( i i )  George Herbertson and Arch iba ld  Lyon were c o u n c i l lo rs  eleven
t im e s ;
( i i i )  Robert Adam and James Fleming were c o u n c i l lo rs  ten t imes;
( i v )  Mr Adam Wallace was a c o u n c i l lo r  nine t im e s ;
(v) John Clerk and John Lindsay were c o u n c i l lo rs  e ig h t  t imes;
( v i )  George B u r r e l l ,  Gavin Graham, David Lindsay, James Lyon, Robert
Muir and Matthew Wilson were c o u n c i l lo rs  seven times;
( v i i )  John Anderson, John Fleming, David H a ll  and Robert Stewart 
served s ix  times;
( v i i i )  W il l iam  Cunninghame, Mr Henry Gibson, John Graham (younger),
John Muir, James R i tc h ie ,  Robert Rowat, Hector Stewart, John 
Stewart o f  Bowhouse, Malcolm Stewart, A rch iba ld  Wilson, 
merchant, and John Wilson served f iv e  t imes.
These were the leaders o f  burgh s o c ie ty .  I f  terms as b a i l ie s  are
81in c luded , then the main group heading burgh government i s  d isc losed .
Of a t o t a l  o f  th i r te e n  terms,
( i )  Andrew B a i l l i e  was in  o f f i c e  th i r te e n  times ( b a i l i e  : 1; 
c o u n c i l lo r  : 12) and also Mr Adam Wallace ( b a i l i e  : 4, 
c o u n c i l lo r  : 9 ) ;
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( i i )  W il l iam  Cunninghame, twelve times ( b a i l i e  : 7; c o u n c i l lo r  : 5)
and also A rch iba ld  Lyon ( b a i l i e  : 1; c o u n c i l lo r  : 11);
( i i i )  Robert Stewart eleven times ( b a i l i e  : 5; c o u n c i l lo r  : 6) and 
George Herbertson ( c o u n c i l lo r  : 11);
( i v )  Robert Adam and James Fleming, ten times (as c o u n c i l lo r s ) ;
(v) George E lph instone, nine times ( b a i l i e  : 6; c o u n c i l lo r  : 3) and
Robert Rowat ( b a i l i e  : 4; c o u n c i l lo r  : 3 ) ;
( v i )  John Graham (younger) e ig h t  times ( b a i l i e  : 3; c o u n c i l lo r  : 3 ),  
David Lindsay ( b a i l i e  : 1, c o u n c i l lo r  : 7 ) ,  p lus John Lindsay 
(c o u n c i l lo r  : 8) and John Clerk ( c o u n c i l lo r  : 8 ) ;
( v i i )  George B u r r e l l ,  Gavin Graham, James Lyon, Robert Muir and 
Matthew Wilson, seven times ( a l l  as c o u n c i l lo r s ) ;
( v i i i )  Hector Stewart s ix  times ( b a i l i e  : 1; c o u n c i l lo r  : 5 ) ,  John 
Wilson s ix  times ( b a i l i e  : 1, c o u n c i l lo r  : 5 ) ,  p lus John 
Anderson, John Fleming and David H a l l ,  s ix  times ( a l l  as 
c o u n c i l lo r s );
( i x )  Mr Henry Gibson, John Muir, James R i tc h ie ,  John Stewart o f  
Bowhouse, Malcolm Stewart and A rch iba ld  Wilson, merchant, f iv e  
times ( a l l  as c o u n c i l lo r s ) .
The above ana lys is  o f  course excludes question o f  pa rty  but i t  does 
demonstrate how frequency o f  coun c il  membership u sua lly  im p lied  a 
period in  o f f i c e  as a b a i l i e .  I t  a lso shows th a t  c e r ta in  men who were 
f re q u e n t ly  c o u n c i l lo rs  (George Herbertson, Robert Adam, James Fleming 
e tc )  d id  not become b a i l ie s  during t h is  pe r iod , t h e i r  promotion being 
hindered by a probable combination o f  the entrenched nature o f  the
o l ig a rc h y ,  questions o f  p o l i t i c s ,  or even (as in  the case o f  George
82Herbertson), t h e i r  u n p opu la r ity .
Ana lys is  o f  the occupations o f  these 79 c o u n c i l lo r s  shows th a t  apart 
from the unknown element (11 men or 25%), 36 or 46% were merchants and 
23 or 29% were craftsmen. The remaining nine comprised John Sh ie lds , 
sk ippe r ,  fou r members o f  the gen try ,  two co l leg e  rep resen ta t ives  and 
two n o ta r ie s .  The craftsmen were represented by s ix  baxters , two 
coopers, th ree  co rd in e rs ,  two f le s h e rs ,  f iv e  hammermen (one lo r im e r ,  
one pewterer, one sadd le r , two sm iths ),  two sk inners and three 
t a i l o r s .  Th irteen o f  these men can be id e n t i f i e d  as having been a t one
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p o in t  or another dur ing these years deacons o f  t h e i r  c r a f t s  : namely, 
John Anderson and James Braidwood (c o rd in e rs ) ,  George B u r re l l ( s a d d le r /  
hammermen), John Clerk ( t a i l o r s )  John Luis and John Wise (sk inne rs )  
A rch iba ld  Muir (smith/hammermen), James R i tc h ie  (coopers), John Scott 
(b a x te rs ) ,  Henry S p reu ll (coopers), Matthew Watson ( f le s h e rs ) ,  
A rch iba ld  Wilson (lorimer/hammermen) and George Young (b a x te rs ) .8"5 
Seven out o f  the nine incorpora ted  c r a f t s  appear to  have been 
represented on the coun c il  during these years (the exceptions being the 
websters and the masons), and o f  these seven a l l  appear to  have been 
represented by t h e i r  deacons, among o thers .
The ta b le  also shows those who were a lso e lders  or deacons o f  the k i r k
session, not ju s t  when they were magistra tes and c o u n c i l lo rs  (those
d e ta i ls  are inc luded in  tab les  10-12) but a lso a t any po in t  between
1583 (when the k i r k  session records commence) and 1590. Whereas about
a dozen o f  the m agis tra tes and c o u n c i l lo rs  were on the session each
year, i f  these 79 c o u n c i l lo rs  (who inc lude  a l l  the b a i l i e s ,  and two
provosts) are taken as a whole a c le a re r  p ic tu re  emerges. Four were
dead by 1583 (David Lyon, Andrew R i tc h ie ,  W il l iam  Rowat and W il l iam  
84Watt).,. Of the remainder, 39 or 52?o were session members at some
p o in t  between 1583 and 1590. E lphinstone died in  A p r i l  1585, George
Herbertson in  June 1586, A rch iba ld  Lyon in  November 1587 and Co lin
85Campbell in  February 1589. This leaves 32 unaccounted fo r  : severa l
were perhaps unsympathetic to  p resbyter ian ism , even P ro testantism .
Such was d e f in i t e ly  the case w ith  Gavin Graham (conv ic ted  o f  harbouring
86Jesu its  in  February 1588), W il l iam  Hegate (threatened w ith
87excommunication by the session in  1586) ' and Convell S tru the rs
88(accused o f  C a tho lic  a c t i v i t i e s  in  1593).
The fo l lo w in g  codes are used in  the ta b le .
B B a i l i e  e Elder o f  the k i r k  session
[D] C ra f t  deacon d Deacon o f  the k i r k  session
P Provost
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Table 16 : Council c o n t in u ity  and change, 1574-1586
This ta b le  draws on m a te r ia l contained in  the notes to  tab les  1-12. 
Several d is to r t io n s  should be noted. Because o f  the u n a v a i la b i l i t y  o f  
in fo rm a tion  regard ing the membership o f  counc ils  p r io r  to  1574-75 and the 
la t e r  counc ils  o f  1586-87 and 1587-88, the f ig u re s  fo r  new members up 
u n t i l  about 1577-78, and o f  men not reappointed from about 1584-85 
onwards are probably m is leading. A fu r th e r  d i f f i c u l t y  is  caused by the 
considerab le  changes in  the t o ta l  s ize  o f  the counc ils  : 50% o f  the 
coun c il  o f  1574-75 represents only 7 men; the same percentage o f  the 
second counc il o f  1580-81 represents 15 men. Nonetheless t h is  tab le  
helps to  c l a r i f y  one po in t  (the existence or otherwise o f  a system o f  
r o ta t io n )  and underline  another (the o l ig a rc h ic  nature o f  the c o u n c i l ) .
How fa r  was there a system o f  ro ta t io n ?  In the 1570s i t  is  ev ident from 
column 6 th a t  a coun c il  always contained at le a s t  one o f  the preceding 
y e a r 's  b a i l i e s  and th a t ,  as a c o ro l la r y  to  t h is ,  one or more o f  the 
b a i l i e s  o f  the subseguent year would, w ith  only one exception ( in  
1578-79) be drawn from th a t  counc il  (column 1). This system o f  
r o ta t io n  (whereby, fo r  example, Wallace was a b a i l i e  in  1574-75, a 
c o u n c i l lo r  in  1575-77, a b a i l i e  in  1577-78 and a c o u n c i l lo r  again during 
1578-82) was severe ly d is tu rbed  in  the e a r ly  1580s, a fu r th e r  r e f le c t io n  
o f  the unse tt led  nature o f  burgh government during th a t  per iod . I t  is  
less easy to  id e n t i f y  a ro ta t io n  among the main group o f  c o u n c i l lo r s .
On average 66% o f  a coun c il  might be re -e le c te d  the next year e i th e r  as 
c o u n c i l lo r s ,  58%, or as m ag is tra tes , 8% (columns 1 -3 ).  In r e a l i t y  
because o f  the a d d it io n  o f  m agis tra tes from the preceding year and new 
coun c il  appointees e i th e r  w ith  or w ithou t previous coun c il  experience, 
those c o u n c i l lo rs  who were re ta ined  in  fa c t  c o n s t i tu te d  a s l i g h t l y  
sm alle r f r a c t io n  than 58% o f  the new c o u n c i l ,  i . e .  53% (compare columns 
2 and 7 ).  I f  the t o t a l  c o n t in u i ty  from the magistracy and coun c il  o f  
the year preceding is  considered, the o v e ra l l  c o n t in u i ty  fa c to r  i s  
reduced from 66% (column 3) to  60% (column 8 ) .  Nonetheless t h is  would
s t i l l  seem to  suggest th a t  there was a system o f  r o ta t io n  w ith
2 1 approximate ly /  o f  a counc il remaining in  o f f i c e  and dem it t ing
o f f i c e  each year but these averages conceal severe f lu c tu a t io n s ,  not
only in  periods o f  c r i s i s  such as 1578 and 1580-83 but also in  more
s tab le  years. The f ig u re s  do help to  h ig h l ig h t  c e r ta in  years when the
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usual p ropo rt ion  o f  members continued was upset. In 1578-79, when 
Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox became provost, on ly 44% o f  the coun c il  was 
drawn from the magistracy and coun c il  o f  h is  predecessor and o f  the 
o thers 9 men or 50% o f  the counc il were new men, (the in f l u x  o f  
Stewarts and Grahams which marked th a t  yea r) .  What the f ig u re s  do not 
d isc lose  is  th a t  o f  the ten men removed from o f f i c e ,  seven re turned to 
serve in  Lennox's second counc il o f  1579-80. The e f fe c ts  o f  the double 
e le c t io n  o f  1580 are shown to have been less severe than they might 
appear to  have been: 63% o f  the f i r s t  coun c il  (column 3) were re ta ined  
in  o f f i c e ,  three as b a i l i e s ,  fourteen as c o u n c i l lo r s .  These c o u n c i l lo rs  
comprised 47% o f  the new counc il acceptable to  Esme e a r l  o f  Lennox 
(column 8 ).  Of the f i r s t  counc il 37% were dismissed, 4% never to  
re tu rn  (columns 4 and 5 ).  In con tras t  the counter 'purge ' e f fe c te d  by 
Minto in  1582 was more thorough. Only 37% o f  the 1581-82 coun c il  
surv ived (column 3 ),  c o n s t i tu t in g  35% o f  the 1582-83 coun c il  (column 8 ).  
63% were dismissed o f  whom 26% did  not hold o f f i c e  again (columns 4 and 
5 ).
The f ig u re s  help to  demonstrate the o l ig a rc h ic  nature o f  the counc il .  
Column 3 shows th a t  on average 66% o f  a coun c il  would be reappointed 
the next year, e i th e r  as m agis tra tes or c o u n c i l lo r s .  However i f  those 
who were re -e lec ted  at some subsequent date are included (column 4) t h is  
average r is e s  to  85%, and never f a l l s  below 70% save in  1582-83 when i t  
was 61% (a f ig u re  which may be a d is to r t io n  because o f  the lack o f  
in fo rm a tion  regarding the 1586-88 c o u n c i ls ) .  A s im i la r  i f  s l i g h t l y  
less  extreme p ic tu re  emerges when the re s u l t in g  counc ils  are examined.
On average 77% (columns 8 and 9) were men w ith  previous experience 
w h ile  the in f l u x  of'new blood'was only 23% (column 10).
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Table 17 : B a ilie s  and c o u n c il lo rs  1574-86 : c o n t in u ity  and change
Table 16 d e a lt  w ith  c o n t in u i ty  and change as i t  e f fe c ted  the c o u n c i l lo r s ,  
r e fe r r in g  to  the b a i l i e s  only when they d i r e c t l y  impinged on the 
membership o f  the c o u n c i l .  The c o n t in u i ty  s t a t i s t i c s  were incomplete in  
so fa r  as they the re fo re  d id  not take in to  account the occasions when 
men served as b a i l ie s  in  successive years. The p ic tu re  presented in  
ta b le  17 i s  more complete as i t  shows the t o t a l  annual tu rnover o f  
b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l lo rs .
Once again the s t a t i s t i c s  are presented in  terms o f  the apparent 
c o n t in u i ty  ra te  ( i . e .  the b a i l ie s  and c o u n c i l lo rs  re ta ined  in  o f f i c e  as 
a p ropo rt ion  o f  the o ld b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l )  and the ac tua l c o n t in u i ty  
ra te  (these b a i l ie s  and c o u n c i l lo rs  considered as a p ropo rt ion  o f  the 
new magistracy and c o u n c i l ) .  Just as 66% o f  a coun c il  could on average 
be expected to  be re ta ined  in  o f f i c e  (column 3, ta b le  16) but formed 
60% o f  the new counc il (column 8, ta b le  16) the same reduc tion  can be 
noted here : on average 69% o f  a l l  b a i l i e s  and c o u n c i l lo rs  were re ta ined  
in  o f f i c e  at the subsequent e le c t io n s  but t h is  f ig u re  was reduced to an 
ac tua l c o n t in u i ty  average o f  64% because o f  the in f l u x  o f  new members.
I t  w i l l  be observed th a t  when the b a i l i e s  are thus inc luded in  the 
c a lc u la t io n s  the c o n t in u i ty  ra te  increases, a fu r th e r  r e f le c t io n  o f  the 
closed nature o f  burgh p o l i t i c s .  Nonetheless the same major trends can 
be observed as were no ticed in  ta b le  16: namely, the break in  
c o n t in u i ty  when Robert e a r l  o f  Lennox became provost in  October 1378; 
the e f fe c ts  o f  the double e le c t io n  o f  1580; the thoroughness o f  M in to 's  
counter-coup o f  1582; the re tu rn  to  some measure o f  s t a b i l i t y  a f te r  the 
coun c il  o f  1582-83.
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NOTES
1. Glas. Rees, i ,  24.
2. See V o l.I,  P94-112.
3. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  117, 118, 144.
4. Ib id ., 80.
5. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
6. SRA MS C1/1/1 f29r.
7. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  7 and 9.
8. SRA MS C1/1/1 f29r.
9. Ib id . ,  f188v.
10. SRO MS CC8/8/3 f380r.
11. Ib id . ,  f340r.
12. SRA MS C1/1/1 f85r. See also P103.
13. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
14. See P125.
15. SRA MS C1/1/1 f75r.
16. SRO MS CC8/8/35, not fo liated.
17. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  53-54 and SRA MS C1/1/1 f115r. On John Wise see Appendix 2.25 
below, P229-236. . Discussed in V o l.I,  P98-99.
18. SRA MS C1/1/1 f86v. See above, P101.
19. SRA MS C1/1/1 f87r.
20. Ib id .,  f 113r.
21. SRA MS C1/1/1 f115r.
22. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  56 and SRA MS C1/1/1 f120v. Discussed in V o l.I, P89.
23. Glas. Rees., i ,  57 and SRA MS C1/1/1 f137v.
24. SRA MS C1/1/1 f156r.
25. SRO MS CC8/8/21 f238r and CC8/8/25 f231r.
26. SRA MS C1/1/1 f206r. On Ritchie see Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
27. SRA MS C1/1/1 f208r. Discussed in V o l. I ,  P94-96.
28. Ib id .,  f210r.
29. Ib id .,  f241r.
30. Ib id ., f242v.
31. Ib id . , f255r.
32. Ib id . ,  f258r.
33. Discussed in V o l.I, P110-105.
34. SRA MS C1/1/1 f265r.
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35. Ib id . ,  f265v.
36. SRO MS CC8/8/25 f178v and CC8/8/28 f78v.
37. SRA MS C1/1/2 f19v.
38. SRO MS CC8/8/31 f333v.
39. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, v i i i ,  no.243^; ib id , x, no.3166.
40. SRA MS C1/1/2 f49r. Discussed in V o l.I, P110-112.
41. Beneath the second column the clerk inserted 'master of work, David H all' and 
'common procurator, James Fleming'. As Fleming appears in  the main l i s t  i t  has been 
assumed that these were aides mfemoire and that Hall was not on the council.
42. Durkan and Kirk, Glasgow University, 309.
43. SRO MS CH2/550/1 f13r.
44. Durkan and Kirk, Glasgow University, 337.
45. SRO MS CC8/8/25 f25v.
46. Glas. Rees. , i , 98.
47. SRA MS C1/1/2 f58v.
48. Ib id . ,  f63r.
49. Ib id ., f78r and see P121.
50. SRA MS C1/1/2 f103r.
51. Ib id . , f137r and see P119.
52. SRA MS C1/1/2 f142v and Glas. Rees.,  i ,  108.
53. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
54. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  110.
55. SRA MS C1/1/1 f146r.
56. Ib id . ,  f148r.
57. Ib id ., f150r. On the role of deacons as auditors see above, P101. On Spreull and 
Young see Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
58. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f2r.
59. SRA MS C1/1/2 f156r.
60. SRA MS C1/1/3 f i r .
61. Ib id ., f100v.
62. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  157.
63. SRO MS CC 9 /7 /9  f196r.
64. SRO MS CC8/8/15 f14r. This explains why Wilson's name in  the l is t  of k irk  session
deacons elected in November 1583 has been deleted, as that session remained in
o ffice  u n til 25 April 1585 : see SRA CH2/550/1 f2r.
65. SRO MS CC8/8/28 f88v.
66. SRA MS C1/1/2 f195v.
147
67. APS, i i i ,  292-296, 301, 303-304, 311-312.
68. SRA MS CH2/550/1 ff18r-20v.
69. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f158v.
70. SRA MS C/1/1/2 f200r.
71. See above Pix.
72. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f80r and Glas. Chrs. ,  i ,  p t . i ,  p.dcxxxv.
73. See Appendix 1.1, above P2.
74. SRA MS C1/1/3 ff1 r , 100v.
75. SRO MS CC8/8/20 f91r.
76. SRO MS CC8/8/17 f149v.
77. SRO MS CC8/8/18 f133v.
78. SRO MS CC8/8/22 f353v.
79. See P126.
80. Hammermen included lorimers, pewterers, saddlers, smiths etc.
81. Namely the 'inner group' referred to at V o l.I, P58-59.
82. On Herbertson see P84-85.
83. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
84. On Lyon and Rowat see SRA MS 01/1/1 ff29r, 188v; on Ritchie and Watt see SRO MS
CC8/8/3 ff380r and 340r respectively.
85. SR0 MS CC8/8/17 ff158v, 149v; CC8/8/18 f133v; CC8/8/22 f353v.
86. Calderwood, History, iv , 663.
87. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f50v.
88. Maitland Misc., i ,  p t . i ,  54.
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APPENDIX 2 .13
THE KEEPERS OF THE KEYS, 1374-86
The key keepers were appointed each Michaelmas a f te r  the coun c il  had 
been e lec ted  and d e ta i ls  o f  a l l  the appointees surv ive  save fo r  those o f  
T 581 .1 No le e ts  are recorded and i t  would appear th a t  they were chosen 
( ra th e r  than e le c te d ) ,  poss ib ly  by the m ag is tra tes . The keys were
( i )  the keys fo r  the south and north  locks and the 'hyngand locks
key1 o f  the 'meik le  schryne' which from 1382 onwards was 
re fe rre d  to  as the 'g rea t  c o f fe r '  and was presumably a 
strong room;
( i i )  the two keys o f  the ' l i t t l e  k is t  w i th in  the sch ryne ';
( i i i )  the key o f  the box 'q u h a ir in  the commone s e i l l  i s ' ;  and
( iv )  from 1579 onwards the 'u te r  d u i r  key' which in  1584 was
re fe rre d  to  as the master o f  work 's  key.
Thus there were s ix  keys to  which a seventh was added in  1579. 
S im i la r ly  there were s ix  appointees per annum u n t i l  1579 and th e re a f te r  
usu a lly  seven. The key keepers seem to  have been entrus ted  w ith  the 
safe keeping o f  the burgh 's muniments, i t s  common sea l,  poss ib ly  i t s  
p la te  and poss ib ly  the common good funds. On th is  la s t  p o in t  i t  i s  
notable th a t  the t reasure rs  were never appointed key keepers, save once 
when, on the decease o f  David Lyon, the key o f  the box con ta in ing  the 
seal was entrusted to  Andrew R itch ie  in  February 1575. The absence o f  
the treasure rs  does not preclude the p o s s ib i l i t y  th a t  the common good 
funds were invo lved : on the con tra ry  t h is  p ra c t ic e  may have been 
adopted on purpose fo r  added s e c u r i t y . 3
As the key keepers held a p o s i t io n  o f  t r u s t  i t  i s  not s u rp r is in g  
to  f in d  th a t  a l l  bar one were o f f i c e  holders on t h e i r  appointment and 
most were prominent c o u n c i l lo r s .  The n o n -o f f ic e  holder was David H a ll  
when he was chosen on 8 October 1580 a t the f i r s t  round o f  appointments 
th a t  Michaelmas. He had however been a c o u n c i l lo r  and key keeper 
1578-80 and when he was continued in  the post la te r  th a t  month (on 20 
October 1580) he had by then become a c o u n c i l lo r  again. In 1574-75, 
1575-76, 1582-83, 1583-84 and 1585-86 n o n -c o u n c i l lo rs  are found who 
were however l i n e r s  and indeed each year the keepers inc luded a t le a s t
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one l i n e r  (and sometimes as many as fo u r ) .  Why there was such a strong
l i n k  between these p o s i t io n s  is  not c le a r ,  though i t  may simply r e f l e c t
the p lu ra l is m  inheren t in  the burgh 's a d m in is t ra t io n .  I t  may also be
noted th a t  the master o f  work, save in  1574-75 and 1578-79, was always
a keeper and th a t  one o f  the key 's  was the ' u t i r  d u ir '  or master o f
work 's  key. Again, qu ite  why t h is  was so is  unclear and i t  leads on to
another question : where exac t ly  were these c o f fe rs  kept? The
reference to  the 'm eik le  schryne' suggests the ca thedra l but t h is  seems
u n l ik e ly  in  view o f  i t s  d is tance from the to lbo o th  and coun c il  house
in  the Trongate. However i t  i s  known th a t  the to lbo o th  was adjacent to
the former chapel o f  St. Mary (disposed o f  by the c o l le g ia te  church
4o f  St. Mary and St. Anne to  a p r iv a te  in d iv id u a l  in  1 5 5 6 J ^ th a t  dur ing 
the 1570s and 1580s the burgh paid ren t to  s i r  Richard Herbertson and 
Mr James Hamilton fo r  the use o f  the to lbo o th  as i t  belonged to  t h e i r  
c h a p la in r ie s . 5 A l l  t h is  tends to  suggest th a t  the o ld  to lbo o th  
(rep laced 1625-27) may i t s e l f  have been a former chapel and thus may 
have housed the 'm eik le  s c h ry n e '.6
Allow ing fo r  the number o f  appointees whose occupations are 
unknown, membership seems to  have favoured merchant c o u n c i l lo rs  
throughout t h is  per iod . As to  c o n t in u i t y ,  percentage c a lc u la t io n s  are 
meaningless, because so few men were invo lved . Broadly speaking, 
changes in  the key keepers re f le c te d  the changes experienced by the 
coun c il  as a whole. A t te n t io n  may be drawn to the c r i t i c a l  years o f  
1578 and 1580; u n fo r tu n a te ly  since the 1581 d e ta i ls  are not known the 
e f fe c t  o f  the r is e  o f  the presby te r ian  fa c t io n  can not be determined.
I t  w i l l  be observed th a t  the key keepers were hard ly  a f fe c ted  by the 
double appointment o f  1580 (Matthew Wilson and James Fleming being the 
only men to  lose t h e i r  p o s i t io n s ;  they were replaced by Robert Muir 
and, unusua lly , a man new to  burgh p o l i t i c s ,  Ninian D a rroch t) .  In 
comparison the 1578 coup was more dramatic in  i t s  impact, only two o f  
the previous s ix  incumbents s u rv iv in g  (Herbertson and B a i l l i e ) . 7
Between 1574 and 1586 desp ite  twelve known appointments o f  s ix  or 
seven key keepers each year, on ly twenty-one men were chosen. As no 
s p e c i f i c  expe rt ise  was requ ired  (u n l ik e  fo r  example the l i n e r s )  i t  must 
be concluded th a t  t h is  re f le c te d  the o l ig a rc h ic  nature o f  the burgh 's
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government and th a t  the post was probably something o f  a s inecure fo r  
sen ior c o u n c i l lo rs .  D a rroch t 's  appointment on h is  f i r s t  appearance as 
a c o u n c i l lo r  was unusual. Examination o f  the o ther appointees shows a 
c o r re la t io n  between s e n io r i t y  and experience on the coun c il  and ra te  o f  
appointment. Thus Andrew B a i l l i e ,  a c o u n c i l lo r  twelve times, was a key 
keeper on ten occasions; Archibald Lyon was a c o u n c i l lo r  eleven times
and a key keeper ten  times; George Herbertson was a c o u n c i l lo r  eleven
times and a key keeper seven times; James Fleming was a c o u n c i l lo r  ten 
times and a key keeper s ix  t imes; Robert Muir was a c o u n c i l lo r  seven
times and a key keeper f iv e  times; Gavin Graham, David Lindsay and
Matthew Wilson were c o u n c i l lo rs  on seven occasions and key keepers on 
fo u r ,  and David H a ll  was a c o u n c i l lo r  s ix  times and a key keeper on 
e ig h t  occasions.
In the tab le  the fo l lo w in g  codes are used.
( i )  Keys 1. Locks to  the 'm eik le  schryne' ( th ree  in  a l l  : no r th ,
south and 'hyngand' lo c k s ) .
2. L i t t l e  k i s t  w i th in  the 'schryne ' or s trong room (two 
keys).
3. Box con ta in ing  the common sea l.
4. The 'u te r  d u i r '  key.
( i i )  Pos it ions  held by key keepers.
C : C o u n c i l lo r .
L : L ine r .
M : Master o f  work.
[D] in d ic a te s  th a t  these in d iv id u a ls  are known to  have been
g
c r a f t  deacons sometime during t h is  per iod .
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NOTES
1. Caused by a gap between folios 19 and 20 of the 1581-86 act book (SRA MS C1/1/2) which 
also accounts for the loss of the minutes recording the appointment of the provost and 
the liners , and most of that year's annual statutes.
2. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  24; SRA MS C1/1/1 f 241r ; SRA MS C1/1/2 f158v.
3. SRA MS C1/1/1 f29r. The absence of the magistrates is  also notable; indeed, a
statute of 1625 specifically  excluded them from this o ffice  : Glas. Rees.,  i ,  350.
4. Prot. Bk. Glasgow, x i, no.3728. See also R. Renwick, Glasgow Memorials (Glasgow, 
1908), 234-236.
5. See V o l.I, P401-402.
6. On the building of the new tolbooth see Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  349-363 passim. In October 
1625 a statute was enacted regarding the key keepers from which i t  is  clear that by 
that date the chests were in the old tolbooth ( ib id . , 350). Demolition of the old 
tolbooth began in February 1626 ( ib id . , 352).
7. See V o l.I, P94-96, 100-105 passim.
8. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
9. Sources for appointments are as follows: SRA MS C1/1/1 ff29r (1574), 75r (1575),
115r (1576), 156v (1577), 208r (1578), 241r (1579), 265v and 266r (1580) and SRA MS 
CT71/2 ff50v (1582), 103r (1583), 158v (1584), 200v (1585).
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APPENDIX 2 .14
THE LINERS, 1574-86
The l in e r s  were appointed each Michaelmas a f te r  the coun c il  had been 
e lec ted  and d e ta i ls  o f  a l l  the appointees su rv ive  save fo r  those chosen 
in  October 1581. Nevertheless, u n l ik e  the key keepers, i t  i s  poss ib le  
to  recons tru c t  the probable group o f  appointees in  th a t  month from 
d e ta i ls  o f  l in in g s  minuted in  the act books la te r  th a t  year.^ No le e ts  
are recorded and i t  would appear th a t  the l i n e r s  were chosen ( ra th e r  than 
e le c te d ) ,  poss ib ly  by the m ag is tra tes.
The number o f  appointees in  the 1570s ranged from f iv e  to  seven and 
in  the 1580s from s ix  to  n ine. I t  w i l l  be observed th a t  the master o f  
work was always one o f  t h e i r  number but th a t  the p ropo rt ion  o f  
c o u n c i l lo rs  var ied  cons iderab ly , usua lly  two (or about one t h i r d )  up 
u n t i l  1578-79 and th e re a f te r  usua lly  (w ith  the exception o f  1583-84) 
between f iv e  and seven (or about two th i r d s  o f  the t o t a l ) .  Apart from 
the apparently  ex o f f i c i o  presence o f  the master o f  work every year 
another s t r i k in g  fea tu re  is  the almost constant presence o f  a mason.
Indeed., the only year in  which the presence o f  a mason can not be 
v e r i f ie d  is  1574-75, a year which featured two men whose occupations 
can not be traced. A mason was probably requ ired  because o f  the 
expe rt ise  such a man could b r ing  to  the inspec t ion  o f  b u i ld in g s ,  one o f  
the tasks which f e l l  to  the l i n e r s .  The in c lu s io n  o f  a mason ensured 
an annual c r a f t  presence in  the membership o f  the l i n e r s  and th is  was 
augmented by o ther men so th a t  in  1578-79 the craftsmen appear to  have 
predominated. In o ther years the p ropo rt ion  o f  merchants and craftsmen 
could be equal (1576-78, 1579-80) although, p a r t i c u la r ly  in  the 1580s, 
merchants appear to  have been in  the m a jo r i ty .
Questions o f  so c ia l  c lass or p o l i t i c s  seem to  have been secondary 
to  the main cons ide ra t ion  o f  exp e r t ise .  A t o t a l  o f  twenty-one men held 
the e ig h ty -e ig h t  l i n e r  places recorded during  t h is  period but out o f  
these twenty-one appointees th i r te e n  were l i n e r s  only once, tw ice  or 
th ree  times w h ile  James Fleming, Robert Muir and Matthew Wilson each 
served on ten occasions (out o f  a poss ib le  t o t a l  o f  t h i r te e n ) ,  John 
Fleming e ig h t  t imes, Walter Johnstone and James R itc h ie  seven t imes,
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and David H a ll  and James Wilson s ix  t imes. Generally c o n t in u i ty  was 
high and the l in e r s  were not a f fec ted  by the 1578 coup. But the 
double e le c t io n  o f  October 1580 a ffec ted  the l i n e r s  as i t  had the 
c o u n c i l lo rs  and the key keepers. In fa c t  the change in  membership was, 
on f i r s t  s ig h t ,  dramatic. Of the seven l in e r s  appointed on 8 October 
1580 only two, Gavin Graham and Robert Muir, were re ta ined  (as l in e r s  
and c o u n c i l lo r s )  a t the second round o f  appointments e f fe c te d  on 20 
October. Of the f iv e  displaced l in e r s ,  four had been c o u n c i l lo rs  (the 
exception being Walter Johnstone) and these four men were also removed 
from the co u n c i l .  Graham and Muir were jo ined  by four l i n e r s  a l l  o f  
whom, except James Wilson, mason, were on the new c o u n c i l .  James 
Wilson and James R itch ie  had previous experience as l i n e r s  but David 
H a ll  and Ninian Darrocht were new to  the p o s i t io n .  This may exp la in  
why, la te r  in  the year, on 16 June 1581, two o f  the d isp laced l in e r s  
were to  be found ac t ing  as l i n e r s ,  namely Walter Johnstone and Matthew 
Wilson. In fa c t  a d d i t io n a l  l in e r s  appear la te r  in  the 1580s. Though 
not appointed in  October 1582, James Wilson, mason, was found ac t ing  
as a l i n e r  in  August 1583.3 S im i la r ly  ne i th e r  John Anderson nor Robert 
Rowat were appointed in  October 1583 yet both men were to  be found as 
l i n e r s  during the fo l lo w in g  year, presumably making up the numbers 
when others were absent.^
In the ta b le  which fo l low s  the o r ig in a l  column la y -o u t  has been 
re ta ined  and the fo l lo w in g  codes have been employed:
C : C o unc i l lo r
M : Master o f  work X : Key keeper
[D] : known from in fo rm a tion  elsewhere to  have been a c r a f t  deacon 
sometime during t h is  p e r io d .5 
The ta b le  excludes the a d d it io n a l  l i n e r s  noted above but inc ludes the 
names o f  the l in e r s  believed to  have been in  post in  1581-82.
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NOTES
1. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff37r (18/5/82), 40r (22/5/82), 47v (23 /8 /82). The reconstruction is  
necessary because of the gap between ff19 and 20 already referred to (see above 
P80,156).
2. SRA MS C1/1/2 f18r. See also V o l.I, P100-105 passim.
3. SRA MS C1/1/2 f96r.
4. Ib id . , ff117r (3/12/83 : Anderson), 132v (19/5/84 : Anderson and Rowat).
5. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
6 . Sources for appointments are as follows : SRA MS 01/1/1 ff29r (1574), 75r (1575),
115r (1576), 156v (1577), 208r (1578), 241r (1579), 265v and 266r (1580), and 
C1/1/2 ff51r (1582), 103r (1583), 158v (1584), 200v (1585). On 1581 see n. 1 above.
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APPENDIX 2.15
THE COMMON PROCURATORS, 1574-86
The common p rocu ra to r was appointed a t Michaelmas and was in v a r ia b ly
a lead ing  c o u n c il lo r .  Indeed in  1575-76 the p o s it io n  was held by the
then p rovos t, Robert Lord Boyd. The accounts show th a t the common
p ro cu ra to r was in  re c e ip t o f an annual sa la ry  from the common good
commensurate w ith  the fee enjoyed by the b a i l ie s ,  the c le rk ,  the
2tre a s u re r and the master o f work.
Although the absence o f any le e ts  between 1574 and 1585 suggests 
th a t the appointee was nominated (perhaps by the m a g is tra te s ), the 
common p rocu ra to r in  1589, Mr Adam Wallace, was e lec ted  from a le e t  o f  
th ree  names, so i t  is  poss ib le  th a t e le c tio n s  were held during  the 
years under c o n s id e ra tio n .3
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NOTES
1. Sources for appointments are as follows : SRA MS C1/1/1 ff29r (1574), 75r (1575),
115r (1576), 156r (1577), 265v and 266 r (1580) and C1/1/2 ff19v (1581), 49r (1582).
2. See V o l.I,  P384.
3. SRA MS 01/1/3 f102r. John Graham (younger)and James Fleming were the other
candidates.
4. See for example Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  19 and SRA MS C1/1/1 ff1-28 passim.
5. SRA MS C1/1/2 f151v.
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APPENDIX 2.16
THE WATER BAILIES, 1574-86
The water b a i l ie  was appointed each Michaelmas. As in  the case o f 
the common p rocu ra to r there is  no in d ic a t io n  o f le e ts  being compiled 
du ring  the period 1574 to  1585, but in  1589 the water b a i l ie  was the 
su b jec t o f an e le c tio n  between Stephen Glasgow and John C le rk , the 
former being successfu l.
For almost a l l  o f the period under co ns ide ra tion  the post was held 
by Mr W illiam  Logan who held no o ther o f f i c ia l  p o s it io n . In  1584 he 
was replaced by John C lerk who i f  he was the t a i lo r  o f  the same name was 
then a c o u n c il lo r  and a burgh p o l i t ic ia n  o f some im portance. His 
successor, Stephen Glasgow, was, l ik e  Logan, the ho lder o f  no o ther 
o f f ic e  during  these years.
Date Appointee Remarks
1574-75 Mr W illiam  Logan
1575-76 -do-
1576-77 -do -
1577-78 -do-
1578-79 -do -
1579-80 -do -
1580-81 (1) -do -
1580-81 (2) -do - Re-appointed on 20 
October 1580.
1581-82 -do-
1582-83 -do -
1583-84 -do- Logan may have 
dem itted o f f ic e  to  
John C lerk by 31 
March 1584?
1584-85 John C lerk ( t a i lo r )  [ D ] 5
1585-86 Stephen Glasgow
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NOTES
1. Sources for the appointments are as follows : SRA MS C1/1/1 ff29r (1574), 75r (1575),
115r (1576), 156r (1577), 208r (1578), 241r (1579), 265v and 266r (1580) and C1/1/2
ff19v (1581), 50v (1582), 104v (1583), 159r (1584), 200v (1585).
2. SRA MS C l/1 /3  f102r.
3. See Appendix 2.12, P120.
4. SRA MS C1/1/2 f126r.
5. See Appendix 2.25, P229-236.
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APPENDIX 2.17
THE COLLECTORS OF SEAL SILVER AND BURGESS HEIR FINES, 1574-86
These o f f i c ia ls  were a t f i r s t  separate. The f i r s t  in d ic a t io n  o f a
c o lle c to r  o f  seal s i lv e r  occurs in  a minute o f 20 December 1575 when
John Fleming was recorded as having received £1 ' f o r  s e lin g  o f th re  
1e v id e n ts '.  Appointments were th e re a fte r  recorded a t Michaelmas 1576,
1577, 1578 and 1579, on th is  la s t  occasion the post being combined w ith
2
th a t o f the c o l le c to r  o f burgess h e ir  f in e s . Note o f the la t t e r  post 
is  f i r s t  found in  February 1577 when Matthew Wilson was appointed 
c o l le c to r  fo r  these fin e s  'o f  a l l  y e r is  b ig a n e ', a phrasing which 
suggests th a t the post was then new.3 No fu r th e r  re fe rences occur u n t i l  
the posts were jo in e d  in  October 1579 in  the hands o f W ilson.
What happened th e re a fte r is  not c le a r. The posts may have remained 
un ite d  or they may have been separated again. In any case no fu r th e r  
appointments were recorded although the c o lle c to rs  o f the burgess h e ir  
fin e s  in  1582-85 can be id e n t if ie d  from o ther minutes record ing  the 
admission o f burgesses. Of the appointees who can be id e n t i f ie d  a l l  
were prominent c o u n c il lo rs  and most were a c tin g  in  th a t capac ity  a t 
the same time as they were c o l le c to rs .  Two exceptions occur : Thomas 
P e ttig rew , a c o u n c il lo r  in  1580-81 and 1585-86 but not in  1583-84 when 
he c o lle c te d  burgess h e ir  f in e s ; and Robert Rowat who in  1584-85 was 
both b a i l ie  and c o lle c to r  o f  these f in e s .
A fu r th e r  mystery surrounds these posts fo r  n e ith e r source o f 
income was c re d ite d  to  the burgh 's common good accounts. Although 
these sm all sums may have been c o lle c te d  fo r  the b e n e fit  o f the 
c o l le c to r ,  the fa c t th a t the appointment o f  some o f these men was 
s p e c i f ic a l ly  recorded alongside o the r minutes o f appointment would 
suggest th a t th is  was an o f f i c a l  p o s it io n  and th a t the monies were 
not emoluments fo r  the c o lle c to rs .  One p o s s ib i l i t y  is  th a t they may 
have been used as alms.
In  the ta b le  the fo llo w in g  codes have been used.
B : B a il ie  C : C o u n c illo r L : L ine r X : Keeper o f  Keys
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NOTES
1. SRA MS Cl/1/1 f84r.
2. However Lyon's appointment in 1577 (see Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  63) is  vague, for although 
i t  occurs with the other Michaelmas appointments i t  is  merely in the form of a 
memorandum that he had received 6s 8d for sealing a tack.
3. SRA MS C1/1/1 f127r.
4. See V o l.I, P358.
5. Sources for the collectors of seal s ilver are SRA MS C1/1/1 ff84r (1575), 115r (1576), 
156v (1577), 208v (1578), 241r (1579).
6 . Sources for the collectors of burgess heir fines are SRA MS C1/1/1 ff127r (16 /2 /77), 
241r (1579) and C1/1/2 ff75v, 83r (1582-83), 129v (1583-84), 171v, 173r (1584-85).
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APPENDIX 2.18
THE OEFICERS, 1574-86
The burgh o f f ic e r s  were appointed each Michaelmas. On th ree  
occasions le e ts  were recorded and i t  is  probable th a t the absence o f 
le e ts  in  o ther years can be expla ined i f  the men appointed in  those years 
were the on ly men le e te d . How the le e ts  were formed and who then 
e lec ted  the o f f ic e r s  can not be determ ined. Four o f f ic e r s  were 
appointed each year save in  1585 when, because o f the plague, the 
number was increased to  s ix .
O vera ll there  was a remarkable degree o f c o n t in u ity  among the 
o f f ic e r s .  One group (James Anderson, Robert L e t t r ic k ,  John Stobo and 
John Watson, younger) were o f f ic e r s  from 1574, i f  not e a r l ie r ,  u n t i l  
1577, w h ile  another group, so fa r  as can be judged from the m inutes, 
were o f f ic e r s  from 1578 to  1584 (Andrew Anderson, Robert L e t t r ic k ,  John 
Paton and Richard Todd). P o lic in g  the burgh was an onerous, unpopular 
and even dangerous job  and th is  c o n t in u ity  should be seen in  the l ig h t  
o f  these fa c to rs  ra th e r than the o lig a rc h ic  tendencies o f la te  
s ix te e n th  century burgh government.
Nonetheless i t  was a p o s it io n  which could be lu c ra t iv e .  Although
the accounts re fe r  to  payments o f alms to  the o f f ic e r s  from time to  tim e,
James Anderson was farmer o f the bridge t o l l  and o f the town m il ls  in
1
1577-78 and died leav ing  £584. John C aldw ell may be the John C a ldw e ll,
maltman, who was co-farm er o f the la d le  in  1579-80, w h ile  John Stobo
2was d e f in i te ly  farmer o f the bridge t o l l  in  1578-79.
However i t  was also a post which could be abused. John Watson was 
suspended fo r  m a ladm in is tra tion  between 18 February and 3 March 1576.3 
On the same day th a t he was dismissed a s ta tu te  was passed s t ip u la t in g  
th a t o f f i c e r s i n  fu tu re  have to  f in d  cau tione rs  to  act as s u re tie s  
fo r  th e ir  1le le  and trew a d m in is tra tio u n ' . 4 This does not appear to  
have been e ffe c te d  u n t i l  the e le c tio n  o f October 1577 when the f i r s t  set 
o f cau tio ne rs  was recorded. I t  is  notab le  th a t the appointments o f 
1577 mark the only occasion when none o f the previous ye a r's  o f f ic e r s  
were reappoin ted. I t  is  conceivable th a t an attem pt was being made to  
break the monopoly o f  Anderson, L e t t r ic k ,  Stobo and Watson by a group
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o f men, both p rospective  o f f ic e r s  and th e ir  ca u tio n e rs , who hoped to 
gain access to  what was a p o te n t ia l ly  lu c ra t iv e  i f  onerous post.
S ig n if ic a n t ly  th is  view seems to  be le n t credence by the events which 
occurred s h o r t ly  a f te r  the 1577 e le c tio n  when Richard Todd was dismissed 
fo r  having imprisoned two fe llo w  ta i lo r s  and poinded a woman fo r  a f in e  
which she d id  not owe, a l l  on the orders o f h is  ca u tio n e r, John C le rk , 
deacon o f the ta i lo r s . " 5 C lerk was accused before the burgh cou rt on 
these charges but the outcome o f the case was not recorded. On 9 
November James Anderson, a former o f f ic e r ,  was appointed to  rep lace 
Todd.^ C le a rly  the c o u n c il 's  attempt to  c o n tro l i t s  o f f ic e r s  through 
cau tione rs  was not an in s ta n t success and i t s  powerlessness was fu r th e r  
demonstrated a t the next e le c tio n  when Todd was reappointed a t the 
request o f the archbishop, an in c id e n t which provoked a p ro te s t from one 
o f  the c o u n c il lo rs ,  Mr Adam W a llace .7 Nor was C le rk 's  career a ffe c te d .
He continued to  serve as a c o u n c il lo r  and would again be accepted as 
cau tio ne r fo r  an o f f ic e r  in  1580.
Although the o f f ic e rs  were not a ffe c te d  by the fa c tio n a lis m  o f the 
p e rio d , the same d id  not hold tru e  o f th e ir  ca u tio ne rs . The changes 
o f 1578 d id  not touch e ith e r  the o f f ic e r s  or th e ir  s u re tie s  but in  
1580 the la t t e r  were changed between the appointments au thorised on 8 
October and 20 October. In fa c t both sets o f cau tioners  were unusual.
As in  previous cases (e .g . the po inders, the herdsmen e tc ) the ca u tio n e rs ' 
prim ary purpose was to  p ro te c t the in te re s ts  o f the burgh and i t  is  thus 
not s u rp r is in g  to  f in d  th a t a l l  the cau tione rs  who acted as s u re tie s  fo r  the 
o f f ic e r s  during  these years were e ith e r  c o u n c il lo rs  or prominent o f f ic e  
ho lders (shown in  the ta b le  using C fo r  c o u n c il lo r  and T fo r  tre a s u re r) .  
However th is  ru le  was broken in  1580. On 8 October the fou r o f f ic e r s  were 
chosen along w ith  th e ir  respec tive  ca u tio ne rs . None o f these cau tioners  
was a c o u n c il lo r  or ho lder o f o f f ic e  a t the time and only one, John 
Anderson, had had any coun c il experience. Why th is  was so remains a mystery. 
The same fou r o f f ic e r s  were re -e le c te d  on 20 October (thus u n lik e  the 
c o u n c il,  the key keepers and the l in e r s  s u rv iv in g  in ta c t  as a group) but 
th e ir  cau tione rs  were changed. This was not done because o f the lack  o f 
c o n c i l ia r  experience o f the f i r s t  group fo r  none o f  the three known 
replacements was then a c o u n c il lo r  or o f f ic e  ho lder and only one, John 
C lerk (who in  fa c t had been dismissed from the co u n c il on 20 O ctober), had 
had any experience o f o f f ic e  be fo re . As w ith  the o ther changes e ffe c te d  on
g
th a t day p o l i t ic a l  cons ide ra tions  must have been uppermost.
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Examination o f the cau tioners v is -a -v is  the o f f ic e r s  fo r  whom 
they acted d isc loses  few lin k s  between these men. For example 
John Anderson was cau tione r only to  h is  namesake Andrew Anderson, but 
Andrew Anderson had th ree  o ther cau tione rs  during  these years, namely 
George B u r re ll ,  James Bowe and James Montgomery.
Returning to  the o f f ic e rs  themselves, the occupations o f on ly three
out o f the eleven appointees can be surmised. This leads to  one la s t
im portan t question . What was th e ir  s ta tus?  They were not in  re c e ip t
o f a fee from the common good and depended instead on th e ir  'Yule
w a ige ', the source o f which is  not d isc losed  in  the minutes but which
may have been p a rt o f the income from cou rt f in e s . However th is
p ra c tic e  was suspended in  1579 when they were instead  empowered to  levy
9
sm all sums from those whom they summoned to  c o u rt. N e ither source was 
adequate to  meet th e ir  needs and these fees were fre q u e n tly  augmented 
by burgess fin e s  and even alms from the common good.10 I t  has a lready 
been observed th a t three o f th e ir  number were invo lved  in  the farms o f 
the tow n's p e tty  customs and th is  p lus the fa c t th a t they must have 
been in  a p o s it io n  to  exe rt th e ir  a u th o r ity  argues fo r  the view th a t 
they were freemen burgesses. On the o ther hand i t  seems equa lly  c e r ta in  
th a t they were by and la rge  not on the same fo o tin g  as o ther burgh 
o f f i c ia ls  as i t  is  notab le  th a t none o f these men ever became 
c o u n c il lo rs  or ho lders o f sen io r posts.
In  the ta b le  which fo llo w s  [D ] in d ic a te s  in d iv id u a ls  known to  have
11been c r a f t  deacons some time during  th is  pe rio d .
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NOTES
1. SRO MS CC8/8/31 f273r (th is testament specifically  refers to the deceased as James 
Anderson, o fficer) and see Appendix 2.6 above, P48-63. On alms to o fficers see 
SRA MS C1/1/1 ff87v, 243v and C1/1/2 f197r.
2. For Caldwell and Stobo see Appendix 2.6 above, P48-63.
3. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff92r-93v.
4. Glas. Rees., i ,  47. Although apparently not enforced u n til 1577, th is  statute
regarding cautioners was repeated in an expanded version in October 1576 : ib id ., 55.
5. SRA MS C1/1/1 f160v.
6 . Ib id . ,  f163r.
7. Glas. Rees., i ,  72 and see V o l.I, P99-100.
8 . See V o l.I, P55-56,101.
9. Glas. Rees., i,76 . The Yule wage system had been restored by 1628 : ib id ., 363.
10. For allocation of burgess fines to officers see, for example, SRA MS C1/1/1 ff43r, 
133r and C1/1/2 ff165r, 186v, 193r, 194v. For grants of alms to officers see n.1 
above and V o l.I, P400-401.
11. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
12. Sources for appointments are as follows : SRA MS C1/1/1 ff29r (1574), 75r (1575),
115j (1576), 156r (1577), 208r (1578), 241r (1579), 265v and 266r (1580) and 
C1/1/2 104v (1583), 156v (1584), 200r (1585).
13. SRA MS C l/1 /I ff1-28 passim and, for Archibald Lettrick , ib id ., f 86r (a reference
in the 1573-74 accounts).
14. Ib id . , ff92r-93v and Glas. Rees., i ,  47.
15. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  55.
16. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff156r, 160v, 163r.
17. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  72 and see V o l.I, P99-100.
18. SRA MS C1/1/2 f21r.
19. Ib id . ,  f148r.
20. Ib id .,  ff129r, 152v.
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APPENDIX 2.19
MINOR OFFICIALS (COURT), 1574-86
( i ) The Dempster
The dempster was a cou rt o f f i c ia l  whose c h ie f  fu n c tio n  was to  
declare the burgh cou rt to  be in  session. No appointments were 
recorded in  the minutes but as the dempster was named a t each 
s i t t in g  i t  is  poss ib le  to  id e n t i f y  the ho lders o f th is  post, 
a lthough how they were appointed or by whom is  thus unknown.
Two men dominated th is  p o s it io n , namely James Speir (who was 
a lso poinder throughout h is  incumbency) and John Andrew; but i t  
is  ev iden t th a t o ther men could be c a lle d  upon to  act in  th is  
ca p a c ity . Very l i t t l e  is  known about any o f  these men. A few 
held o ther minor posts but the m a jo r ity  appear only as 
dempsters. There is  in s u f f ic ie n t  in fo rm a tio n  about th e ir  
occupations to  suggest th e ir  s ta tu s .
19 January 1574-10 May 1575
except 6 A p r i l  1574 
7 A p r i l 1574 
6 July. 1574
3 September 1574 
12 November 1574
4 March 1575
13 May 1575-27 A p r i l 1586 
except 17 January 1576
1 June 1576
5 June 1576
16 October 1576
20 A p r i l 1576
23 January 1577
6 Ju ly  1577
21 February 1578 
1 November 1582
James Speir [ f le s h e r ]  (a lso  
p o in d e r)2
John Brown [maltman]
George Gilmour 
Thomas Carrmyers 
James Anderson (a lso  o f f ic e r )  
James G a lb ra ith  [hammerman] 
John Andrew
John Andrew [c o rd in e r ]^
James Speir [ f le s h e r ]  (a lso  
p o inde r)
-do -
-do -
-do -
M ichael [B robas]
M artin  P e ttig rew
Robert L e t t r ic k  (a lso  o f f ic e r )
James W ylie [ t a i l o r ]
Richard Barton
( i i )  Burgh executioner
The minutes do not record any appointments to  such a post but 
the accounts between 1573-74 and 1578-79 record payments made to  
Malcolm Hamilton fo r  scourging m a le fa c to rs .4 Although never
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a c tu a lly  re fe rre d  to  as the execu tione r, th is  was obv ious ly  h is  
p o s it io n . L i t t l e  is  known about Ham ilton. He is  conspicuously 
absent from the p ro toco l books which is  ha rd ly  s u rp r is in g  s ince , 
i f  he was anyth ing l ik e  h is  successor John M 'C le lland  (appointed
in  1605),5 he may have been a former c r im in a l and was almost
c e r ta in ly  an unfreeman. However Hamilton was also keeper o f  the 
grass market in  1573-74, so he may have been more respectab le  
than M 'C le lla n d .6
( i i i )  The gao ler
The burgh court and co u n c il met in  the to lb o o th  but p a rt o f th is  
b u ild in g  was also used as the gao l. As p risoners  were a charge 
on the burgh 's finances i t  is  u n lik e ly  th a t in d iv id u a ls  were 
inca rce ra ted  fo r  very long. A gao ler could thus be employed on 
a p a rt-t im e  bas is . The burgh records make no mention o f a 
gao ler but they do record th a t s i r  A rch iba ld  D ick ie  was 
employed to  look a f te r  the to lb o o th  c lo ck . 7 The same man was
g
used as a gao ler by the k ir k  session and i t  seems l i k e ly  th a t
he a lso acted as gao ler on b eh a lf o f the burgh c o u rt.
( iv )  The O ff ic e r  to  the U n iv e rs ity
The o f f ic e r  to  the u n iv e rs ity  was an unusual o f f i c ia l  in  so fa r
as he acted on b eh a lf o f the u n iv e rs ity  but was appointed by the 
town m agistra tes and coun c il a t the request o f the 'm a is te r is ' 
o f the u n iv e rs ity .  In January 1575 i t  was s p e c ifie d  th a t h is  
rem it was 't o  use a l l  warnyngs executiounes and poyndings vpoun 
a l l  decreets p ronunc it . . .  be the sa ids provest and b a i l l ie s  
aga inst ony in h a b ita n ts  o f th is  toun and to  have the ly k  power
to  th a t e f fe c t  as ane o f the o f f ic e r s  o f the to u n . ' In
October o f  the same year i t  was described somewhat d i f fe r e n t ly :  
the u n iv e rs ity  o f f ic e r  was to  act ' in  a l l  e f fa r is  concernyng tham 
[th e  u n iv e rs ity 's  m asters] and th a ir  funda tioun  fo r  the ingaddering
9
o f th a ir  le v y n g . ' The re fe rence to  the burgh 's  o f f ic e r s  is
in te re s t in g  as i t  may be noted th a t John F ou le r, who dominated
th is  post during  these years, was le e te d  unsuccess fu lly  in  1574
10fo r  the post o f burgh o f f ic e r .
The f i r s t  appointment recorded in  the m inutes was th a t o f  Fouler 
on 25 January 1575 and he was re -appo in ted  in  October th a t
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year 'q u h i l l  Michaelmas n ix to cu m .' No appointment was recorded 
in  October 1576 or October 1577, h is  next reappointment being on 
21 January 1578. His next two appointments were in  1578 and 
1579, about a fo r tn ig h t  a f te r  the main se t o f  Michaelmas 
appointments, and in  1580 h is  appointment was even la te r ,  in  
e a r ly  November. 11 Therea fte r no appointments were recorded 
although a re ference in  November 1583 in d ic a te s  th a t Fou ler was 
then s t i l l  a c tin g  in  th is  ca p a c ity . 12
A fte r  the burgh g if te d  the various e c c le s ia s t ic a l p ro p e rtie s  i t
had obtained in  1567 to  the u n iv e rs ity  in  January 1573 i t
nonetheless re ta ine d  an in te re s t  in  severa l c h a p la in r ie s , income
13from which was c re d ite d  to  the common good. The th ird s  o f one
o f these c h a p la in r ie s , s i r  Robert W atson's, appear to  have been
u p l i f te d  by the u n iv e rs ity  o f f ic e r  : fo r  example, in  the
1575-76 accounts £6 13s 4d was paid to  Fou le r, 'c o l le c to u r  o f
the u n iv e r s i t ie 1 fo r  the th ir d  o f  s i r  Robert Watson's
c h a p la in r ie s .14 I f  i t  is  assumed th a t he was a c tin g  here as
u n iv e rs ity  o f f ic e r ,  then the o ther men re fe rre d  to  as c o lle c to rs
o f these th ird s  fo r  the u n iv e rs ity  may a lso have been u n iv e rs ity
o f f ic e r s .  There is  no d i f f i c u l t y  regard ing S ir  Thomas Knox
(1573-74) or Mr Peter Blackburn (1576-77) as u n iv e rs ity  o f f ic e r s
but John Steyneis found a c tin g  as a c o l le c to r  o f the th ird s  fo r
the u n iv e rs ity  in  1577-79 during F o u le r 's  period  as u n iv e rs ity
o f f ic e r .  Steyne however was c o l le c to r  o f ren ts  from the newly
feued muir lands between 1574 and 1578-79, on b eh a lf o f the 
15burgh tre a s u re r. Fouler may have used him as an a s s is ta n t in
the same way. A lte rn a t iv e ly  the 'c o l le c to r ' may have been
q u ite  d is t in c t  from the ’o f f i c e r ' .  The d i f f i c u l t y  w ith  th a t
in te rp re ta t io n  is  th a t the two rem its  o f 1575 a lready quoted
im ply th a t the c o lle c t io n  o f th ird s  and o the r ren ts  would f a l l
w ith in  the o f f ic e r 's  purview. S im ila r ly ,  in  1599 James Reid was
appointed u n iv e rs ity  o f f ic e r  ' fo r  ingaddering o f the a n n u e llis
16and dewteis o f the C o lle g e '. Consequently i t  would seem th a t 
'c o l le c to r ' may have been sim ply another name fo r  the u n iv e rs ity  
o f f ic e r .  However in  the ta b le  th a t fo llo w s , the o r ig in a l 
des igna tions have been re ta in e d .
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NOTES
1. See Appendix 2.1 above, P30-32.
2. For James Speir see SRA MS C1/1/1 ff1 -58. For the others see respectively fflO r,
10v, 21v, 27v, 34v, 48r.
3. For John Andrew see SRA MS C1/1/1 f f 58-281 and C1/1/2 ff1-219. For the others see
respectively SRA MS C1/1/1 ff89r, 101v, 102r, 116r, 98v, 124v, 146v, 178v and
C1/1/2 f53r.
4. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85v, 86r ,  87r, 113v, 206r 206v, 242v, 243r.
5. Glas. Rees., i ,  233. See V o l.I, P192.
6 . See Appendix 2.20, p t . i i ,  below, P187.
7. On Sir Archibald Dickie see Appendix 2.23 below, P213.
8 . SRA MS CH2/550/1 f4v.
9. SRA MS 01/1/1 ff42v, 76r. For the la tte r see Glas. Rees., i ,  42.
10 . SRA MS C1/1/1 f29r.
11 . Ib id ., ff42v, 76r, 173r, 209v, 242r, 268v
12 . SRA MS C1/1/2 f115r.
13. Glas. Chrs., i ,  p t . i i ,  149-162. See Vol. I ,  P28-29, 351-353.
14. SRA MS C1/1/1 f114v.
15. See Appendix 2.21, p t . i ,  below, P193.
16. Glas. Rees., i ,  190.
17. SRA MS 01/1/1 f f 86r ,  88r . Knox was dead by November 1579 : ib id .,
18. Ib id ., f42v.
19. Ib id ., f76r.
2 0 . Ib id ., f114v.
2 1 . Ib id ., f207r.
2 2 . Ib id ., f173r.
CM Ib id ., f211v.
24. Ib id ., f209v.
25. Ib id ., f243r.
26. Ib id ., f242r.
27. Ib id ., f268v.
28. SRA MS C1/1/2 f115r.
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APPENDIX 2.20
MINOR OFFICIALS (MARKETS), 1574-86
( i ) Common 'M e tta r '
This o f f i c ia l  was re fe rre d  to  only tw ice  and on n e ith e r occasion 
was he named. In October 1578 the b a i l ie s  1vnderstandand the 
murmour maid anentis  the m altm e tting  be the commone m ettar in  
tymes begane' discussed w ith  the co u n c il whether to  make an 
appointment or dispense w ith  the o f f ic e .  The former course was 
adopted and i t  was ordained th a t the 'm e ts ta r ' was to  rece ive  4d
-i
fo r  each 'mask' which he weighed. A subsequent s ta tu te  o f 
October 1582 on the sub jec t o f weights and measures s t ip u la te d  
th a t ' a l l  m alt bocht and saulde w yth in th is  toun be met . . .  wyth 
thee heip fu r la t  as was w s it o f b e fo ir  and wther s tu fe  to  be 
met . . .  be the new s t ra ik  f u r lo t  and the common m etstar met the 
malt as he w s it o f b e f o i r ' . 2
Although he may have measured o ther g ra in s , the common 'm e tta r ' 
-seems to  have been p r im a r ily  concerned w ith  weighing m a lt. Malt 
was sub jec t to  both the la d le  and m i l l  dues and i t  seems l ik e ly  
th a t th is  o f f i c ia l  may have ass is ted  the farmers o f those 
custom s.3
( i i ) Keeper o f the Grass Market
Reference to  th is  o f f i c ia l  is  found on ly in  the accounts. 
Payments to  Malcolm Hamilton^ fo r  keeping the  grass market are 
recorded on 15 September 15735 and 6 September 1574.6 No 
re ferences to  th is  post occur th e re a fte r  and there  are no 
minutes o f appointment.
( i i i )  V is ito rs  to  the Markets
General in spec tion  o f the markets f e l l  to  the b a i l ie s  and the 
o f f i c e r s . 7 However sp e c ia l arrangements were made regard ing the 
meal market and the corn market.
In October 1574 i t  was ordained th a t one o f  the c o u n c il, 
accompanied by an o f f ic e r ,  was to  in spec t the meal market each
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Monday and F riday , 'o u k lie  a b o u t'.8 Between 1575 and 1585 
in spec tion s  o f th is  market appear to  have been conducted by the 
b a i l ie s  but in  February 1585 the e a r l ie r  system was re tu rned  to  
because o f the 'g r i t e  abuse o f the m e il l m arcat' .  I t  was decreed 
th a t each Saturday one o f the co u n c il was to  v i s i t  the meal 
market on a weekly ro ta t io n ,  accompanied by an o f f ic e r .
A rch iba ld  Lyon was appointed fo r  the f i r s t  week.^ No fu r th e r  
re ferences occur to  th is  fu n c tio n  during  th is  pe rio d .
In  the case o f the corn market sp e c ia l in spec to rs  were appointed
in  1574, 1577 and 1581. In October 1574 the appointees were
John S p reu ll and John Wise [s k in n e r ] .10 N e ither was then a
c o u n c il lo r  (Wise however became a c o u n c il lo r  in  1577). S p reu ll
was a lso appointed as an a le  ta s te r  and both men became plague
searchers la te r  th a t month. In October 1577 the in spec to rs
appointed were W illiam  Donaldson and G ilb e r t  H a ll (maltman).
N e ither was a c o u n c il lo r  but both men were a lso a le ta s te rs  
1 1th a t year. In 1581 the minutes in d ic a te  th a t appointments were
to  have been made but the names o f the appointees were not 
12..recorded. I f  these were appointments o f one ye a r 's  d u ra tio n  
i t  must be in fe r re d  th a t in  a l l  o ther years in sp e c tio n  o f the 
corn market f e l l  to  the b a i l ie s  and o f f ic e r s .  However i t  is  
equa lly  poss ib le  th a t those appointed in  1574 served u n t i l  1577 
and so fo r th .
( iv )  Ale ta s te rs
The a le  ta s te rs , whose task was to  inspect the q u a lity  o f a le , 
were s im ila r  in  fu n c tio n  to  the market in sp e c to rs , a lb e it  th e ir  
rem it was more sp e c ia lis e d . I t  is  thus in te re s t in g  to  note th a t 
they were appointed a t the same tim e and on the same years as the 
v is i to r s  to  the corn market, namely 1574, 1577 and 1581 (although 
in  the case o f the la s t  year mentioned, the names o f the 
appointees were not recorded). There is  no evidence o f e le c tio n s  
and these men were probably chosen by the m ag is tra tes and 
c o u n c il.
188
Why the appointments were so ir re g u la r  is  not known. Possib ly  
those chosen in  1574 served u n t i l  1577 and so on. Such seems to  
be im p lied  by the terms o f a s ta tu te  which s t ip u la te d  th a t a l l  
brewers were 'to  mak th a ir  a i l l  pa ten t to  the ta is ta r is  sa o f t  
as th a i cum t h a i r t o ' ,  and which was enacted annua lly  from 1577 
onwards.1"5 One o f the corn market in spec to rs  in  1574 and both 
o f these inspec to rs  in  1577 were a lso a le  ta s te rs  in  these 
years. I t  would seem th a t these minor o f f i c ia ls  were drawn from 
a s im ila r  group and an even f irm e r c o r re la t io n  can be drawn 
between the a le  ta s te rs  and another group o f minor o f f i c ia ls ,  the 
spe c ia l plague searchers appointed in  October 1574. Of the 
th ir te e n  a le  ta s te rs  appointed on 6 October 1574, e ig h t were 
invo lved  in  the plague precau tions implemented on 29 October 
1574. A l l  these men can be regarded as form ing a group o f 
le sse r burgesses, appointed to  act in  a minor capac ity  and 
o ccas iona lly  g ra v ita t in g  to the more s e le c t and w e a lth ie r group o f 
c o u n c illo rs  and sen io r o f f ic e r s .  The two groups were not o f 
course m utua lly  exc lus ive  : the th ir te e n  a le  ta s te rs  o f 1574 
inc luded two c o u n c il lo rs ,  two l in e r s ,  and fou r men who would 
la te r  become c o u n c il lo rs  (Herbertson, M uir, W ilson, C ra ig ); the 
t h i r t y - s ix  plague o f f i c ia ls  o f 1574 inc luded one b a i l ie ,  e ig h t 
c o u n c illo rs  and two l in e r s  p lus fou r fu tu re  c o u n c il lo rs ;  and the 
s ix  a le  ta s te rs  o f 1577 inc luded two c o u n c il lo rs ,  two l in e r s ,  
and fou r others (Cuthbert Herbertson, Rowat, R itc h ie , G ilmour) 
who had been or would be c o u n c il lo rs .  Nonetheless i t  seems 
reasonable to  regard these minor o f f i c ia l s ,  as a less  w e a lth ie r, 
less in f lu e n t ia l  group w ith in  the a d m in is tra t io n .1^
Another s im i la r i t y  may be noted between the a le  ta s te rs  and the 
plague searchers, in  terms o f th e ir  modus ope rand i. Both 
groups were d iv ided  in to  d is t r ic t s  (a lthough these were 
s l ig h t ly  d i f fe r e n t ly  de fined being s ix  areas fo r  the a le  ta s te rs  
and seven fo r  the plague searche rs ). I f  the e ig h t men appointed 
as both a le  ta s te rs  and plague searchers in  1574 are examined 
most are seen to  be ope ra ting  in  the same d is t r ic t s  on both 
occasions, suggesting (as m ight be expected) th a t areas were 
a llo te d  in  terms o f re s id e n cy .13
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C o n tin u ity  between the two groups o f a le  ta s te rs  was low. Only 
th ree  men (Cuthbert Herbertson, Rowat and G ilmour) were common 
to  both groups but i t  w i l l  again be no ticed  th a t a l l  th ree 
served in  the same areas in  both years. In terms o f occupations 
the two groups were broadly s im ila r  : in  1574 two were merchants, 
s ix  were craftsmen (a lthough f iv e  are unknown) w h ile  in  1577 two 
were merchants, e ig h t were craftsm en (w ith  two unknown). The 
apparent preponderance o f craftsmen t ie s  in  w ith  the e a r l ie r  
remarks about the re la t iv e  wealth o f these men. Another 
s im i la r i t y  between the two se ts  o f  appointees concerns the 
p ropo rtion  o f 's e n io r ' o f f ic e r s  p resen t, fou r each. These men 
(the  c o u n c illo rs  and l in e r s )  may have been in  charge o f  th e ir  
colleagues in  some way although s ince the a le  ta s te rs  were 
d is tr ib u te d  geograph ica lly  i t  is  d i f f i c u l t  to  see how th is  
could have been e ffe c te d . More probably these f ig u re s  are 
c o in c id e n ta l.
In  the ta b le  the fo llo w in g  codes have been used.
C : C o u n c illo r PI : Plague o f f i c ia l
[D ] : Deacon sometime during  S : S ten te r
the period 1574-8616
L : L ine r V : V is ito r  to  corn market
Om : Outlandman X : Key keeper
The ta b le  covers the appointments made in  1574 and 1577. In  
1581 the minutes suggest th a t a le  ta s te rs  were again chosen but 
th e ir  names are not g iven , on ly  the geographica l areas. These 
are the same as in  the preceding years except th a t the 
Gallowgate/Trongate d iv is io n  was o m itte d .17
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NOTES
1. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  72.
2. I b id . ,  99.
3. I b id . , 48, 56.
4. See Appendix 2 .19, p t . i i ,  P181-182.
5. SRA MS C1/1/1 f85v.
6. I b id . ,  f8 7 r .
7. See V o l. I ,  P276-277.
8. Glas. Rees. , i , 26.
9. SRA MS C1/1/2 f177v (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  116).
10. SRA MS C1/1/1 f29v (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  26).
11. SRA MS C1/1/1 f157v.
12. SRA MS C1/1/2 f2 0 r .
13. SRA MS C1/1/1 f156v.
14. See Appendix 2.22 p t . iv  below, P200 ; Appendix 2.24 below, P214-228 ; see a ls o , fo r  
an inquest which shows these fe a tu re s , Appendix 3 .2  below P271-272.
15. There is  one d iffe re n c e . John Dalrymple was assigned to  Rottenrow and Drygate as an
a le  ta s te r  and to  W yndhead/B lackfriars as a plague searcher (Appendix 2.22 p t . i v  
below P204 ) but these areas are contiguous. As to  res idency, in  the  case o f  the 
plague searchers i t  was s p e c i f ic a l ly  s ta te d  th a t they were appointed ' i l k  ane in  
the g a i t t i s  quha ir th a i d u e l l ' :  ( Glas Rees. , i ,  29 ).
16. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
17. SRA MS C1/1/2 f2 0 r.
18. SRA MS C1/1/1 f29v.
19. Ib id . ,  f157v.
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APPENDIX 2.21
MINOR OFFICIALS (FINANCE), 1574-86
(i) Collector of the New Muir Land
Part of the burgh's ordinary income, its common good, was derived 
from land rents and in the 1570s this was extended by feuing out 
part of the common muir lands in Garngadhill and Gallowmuir.1 
Although the 1576-77 accounts refer to the treasurer as the 
collector of these new rents,2 the accounts of 1574-75, 1575-76 
and 1577-78 indicate that in these years he was assisted by John 
Steyne who collected these duties.3 Steyne also acted as 
collector of thirds for the university in 1577-78 and 1578-794 
and was involved in the burgh's stents of 1574 and 1577.
Revenue from this source continued to be credited to the common 
good in the 1580s but the accounts no longer disclose by whom 
these monies were collected.
(ii) Stenters
The burgh's extraordinary income was collected through stents.
Two groups of stenters or tax collectors were appointed during 
this period and they are set out in the tables which follow. The 
1574 stent, authorised on 21 August, was a levy of £200 'to be 
... payit be the townschip and fremen thairof for the upkeep of 
the High Kirk'. Sixteen men were appointed for 1castyng and 
makyng thairof' and they were to be accompanied by the deacons 
of the crafts. By this date there were eight incorporated 
crafts (skinners, tailors, websters, hammermen, masons, baxters, 
cordiners and coopers) but unfortunately the deacons involved 
were not named.5 As this appointment fell within the conciliar 
year 1573-74 very few of the other positions then held by these 
men can be determined. How these men were chosen or how they 
operated are unknown. Although the names are presented in an 
undifferentiated list it seems likely that they were assigned to 
districts but in the absence of tax rolls this can not be 
verified.
In November 1577 a stent of £200 was authorised to meet 
expenditure on the calsay or paving work then in progress.
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Twenty men were appointed collectors although on this occasion the 
deacons were not mentioned as collectors.^ It is regrettable that 
more occupational data is not available for the 1574 appointees 
because in the case of the 1577 appointments, with only three men 
not accounted for, there may have been a straight division 
between merchants (seven) and craftsmen (ten). This may imply 
that instead of collectors being appointed on a geographical basis, 
they may have been appointed on an occupational basis : nor is 
this unlikely since it is evident from the surviving tax rolls 
of Edinburgh that taxes were collected from the merchants as 
individuals and from the craftsmen through their incorporations.7
Whereas only one of the sixteen stenters appointed in August 
1574 can be identified as having been then an office holder 
(although in fact only one, Spang, held no other office at all 
during these years), twelve of the twenty stenters appointed in 
November 1577 then held office, eight as councillors (and only 
two, Johnstone and Stevenson, held no other office during these 
years). In fact both groups featured prominent men. Being ad 
.hoc bodies it is not surprising to find little continuity 
between these appointments : only John Fleming, Robert Fleming, 
George Herbertson, Robert Muir and Matthew Watson were common to 
both groups.
There is however a complication with the 1577 group of stenters 
as later, on two occasions (in December 1577 and April 1580),
John Sellar was guite unequivocally referred to as a collector 
although he was not on the list of stenters. In fact he appears 
to have collected the monies from the stenters. On 28 December 
1577 the magistrates and council ordered him to pay £6 to Walter 
Brown, calsaymaker, in his capacity as 1collectoure of the 
calsaye stene'8 while in April 1580 his 'compt [was] hard and 
endit', he was paid £17 12s for his work and was discharged of 
the £240 which had been collected.9 Those accounts are not 
detailed in the minutes, and little is known about Sellar except 
that he served as an outlandman three times between 1576 and 
1581. John Steyne,who was not a stenter in 1574, may have acted
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in the same capacity for that earlier tax, to judge by an entry
in the 1575-76 accounts, when he was discharged for £20 'at the
fut of ane compt of the maill of the muir ... and stent of 
10
kirk.' Both men probably acted as overseers of the stenters, 
to whom fell the actual task of collecting the monies.
The following codes are used for positions then held by 
appointees.
A : Ale taster N : Rent collector, new muir
lands
C : Councillor 0m : Outlandman
H : Collector of burgess heir V : Visitor to corn market
fines
L : Liner X : Key keeper
Also [D] indicates that these men are known to have been
1 1
deacons at some time during this period. (Matthew Watson, 
later identified as a deacon, presumably could not have been a 
deacon because his craft was not incorporated until 1580).
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NOTES
1. See V o l. I ,  P353-354.
2. SRA MS C1/1/1 f2 0 7 r.
3. Ib id . , f f8 8 r ;  113r, 114r; 211v re s p e c tiv e ly
4. See Appendix 2.19 p t . i i i  above, P183-184.
5. G las. Rees. , i , 20.
6. Ib id . , 64.
7. M. Lynch, Edinburgh and the R eform ation, (Edinburgh, 1981), 373. This arrangement was 
changed in  1583, from which date the craftsm en were assessed in d iv id u a l ly  : i b id . ,  378.
8. SRA MS C1/1/1 f173r.
9. I b id . ,  f2 5 5 r.
10. I b id . ,  f113 r.
11. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
12. SRA MS C1/1/1 f26v.
13. I b id . ,  f165v.
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APPENDIX 2 .22
MINOR OFFICIALS (PUBLIC HEALTH), 1574-86
(i) Keeper of the Gallowqate Well
When work on the new Gallowgate well was completed, in September 
1575, Michael Pudzane [shoemaker] was appointed 'to attend 
thairto and keip the said well and key thairof' for one year.^
His fee was to be £2 and the accounts for 1576-79 record payments 
to him for fulfilling this duty.^ No further payments are 
recorded thereafter and it may also be noted that although the 
burgh had several other wells (Deanside, Greyfriars and Wyndhead) 
there is no evidence of other well keepers having been employed.
(ii) Keeper of the Kirk Yards at the High Kirk
On 9 May 1578 the then keeper of the kirk yards, Bessie Douglas, 
who had been repeatedly warned as to 'vphalding of the kirk yard 
deyk and keiping furtht thairof of all bestiall for reverens of 
the buriall', was dismissed. She was replaced by John Paton, 
officer, (with Archibald Lyon, councillor, as his cautioner). 
Paton 'acceptit to repair and vphald the ... deyk on his 
expenssis and keep furtht thairof all bestiall ... for the space 
of fyve yeris'. In addition he was granted 'the gers of the 
samyn during the same space ... sua gif he ressawis the proffeit 
of gers ony yeir he sail keip and vphald it for that haill yeir 
thane following.'3 The exact meaning here is unclear but it 
probably meant that Paton was to have any livestock found within 
the cemetery and might dispose of such animals as he saw fit 
within one year. No subsequent references regarding this post 
have been traced.
(iii) Keeper of the Burial Bell
In October 1564 James Hall received from Christina Colquhoun, 
spouse of Robert Maxwell, sasine of certain lands in Easter 
Craigs with pertinents deriving from the office of the handbell 
of St. Kentigern (ex officio campane manualis Sancti Kenthiqerni). 
This reference is explained by a council minute of 19 November 
1577, endorsed 'Sanct Mungowis bell, Layng' which relates how 
'the auld bell that yed throw the towne of auld at the buriall of
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the deid' had then just been bought from John Muir and Andrew 
Lang. The magistrates, council and deacons resolved that the 
bell should thereafter be used 'as commone bell to gang for the 
buriall of the deid', that it should be given 'yeirlie to sic 
persoun as thai appoynt for anys in the yeir', and that Lang as 
son to the late Mr Robert Lang (who had possibly held the office 
described in the 1564 sasine) should be made a burgess. 
Unfortunately the minutes do not disclose who was appointed to 
this post, an office which seems to have originally been a church 
function, but which was now being taken over by the lay 
authority.^
(iv) Plague officials
During the period under consideration the burgh was threatened 
by plague twice, in 1574 and 1584. On both occasions remedial 
measures were adopted which included the appointment of several 
extraordinary officials.
In 1574 the measures were embodied in a series of statutes issued 
on 29 October.5 A total of thirty-eight appointments were made, 
namely four visitors of the bridge, twenty-eight searchers, two 
visitors 'to see all dead' (including a woman for the female 
corpses) and four keepers of the ports. Although these were ad 
hoc emergency appointments a number of points may be noted. The 
searchers were divided into districts,(which were the same as 
those used by the ale tasters save that the Stockwell area was 
separated from the 'Barrasyet to the Bridge' district), 'ilk ane 
in the gaittis quhair thai duell'. As has already been noted 
eight of the thirteen ale tasters appointed on 6 October 1574 
were appointed as plague officials on 29 October and these men 
seem to have formed a group of lesser burgesses drawn upon from 
time to time to fulfil minor administrative roles.6 However 
taken as a whole the plague officials of 1574 can be divided 
into three groups : those who held senior positions in October 
1574 (the bailie, the councillors, the liners) : total, eleven; 
the minor officials who did not hold higher office (market 
visitors, ale tasters, stenters), nine; and the eighteen who held 
no other post at all at the time of their appointment. Of this
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last group, ten held no other post at all between 1574 and 1586, 
further emphasizing how in times of emergency a much wider group 
of burgesses than was usual would be employed by the burgh 
administration. It may also be significant that when the seven 
groups of searchers are examined, five had a councillor or a 
liner among their membership while only one, the Stockwell group, 
included no one then holding another office. As in the case of 
the ale tasters the men who held high office may have been in 
charge of their colleagues.
As regards the keepers of the ports the accounts of 1573-74 
suggest that these men at least were already in post. On 6 
November [1573] and 30 January [1574] Archibald Lettrick and 
John Andrew were paid for keeping the Stablegreen and Bridge 
ports (£3 6s 8d each); whether this related to an earlier set 
of plague measures or perhaps appointments effected during the 
civil war of 1571-73 remains unclear.7 The costs of the 
measures adopted in 1574 were recorded in the 1574-75 accounts: 
£66 15s 10d was disbursed for 'making up of the haill portis of 
..the towne the tyme that the pest wes eist & for keiping of the
portis', plus some unrelated work on the calsay, (a sum which
incidentally suggests damage to the ports during the earlier 
troubles).8
In 1584 the main plague measures were embodied in statutes
a
passed on 28 and 29 September. On 28 September it was ordained 
that four men were to keep the ports at 'the kirk and the
castell' (i.e. the Stablegreen port and the gate at the
archbishop's castle), these four 'to be tane and directit of the 
inhabitantis duelland betwixt the Hie Kirk and the croce for the 
first part of the towne'. Another four were to keep the 
Gallowgate and Trongate ports; another four were to 'attend to' 
the Stockwell head and the Green; and two men were to keep the 
Drygate and Rottenrow ports. Presumably they were to be chosen 
in the same way as their colleagues at the Stablegreen and Castle 
ports, and the arrangements were left in the hands of the bailies, 
'ilk baillie in thair awin quarteris'. Although the minutes do
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not name the appointees,the accounts for 1584-85 record regular 
payments between 17 August and 14 October 1584 to Robert Nasmyth, 
Patrick Brown, Michael Pudzane and Allan Herbison 'for keeping 
of the portis', though which ports is not specified.10 
Furthermore John Cuthbert and Robert Park were paid for watching 
at the Stockwell head and Little Green and William Stobo and 
William Forthuik for watching at the Stockwell head and the Bridge, 
these payments being recorded on 4 and 24 October respectively I1 
So of a total of ten port keepers four are accounted for, while 
the four watchers at the Stockwell head can also be identified.
The next day, 29 September, saw the appointment of forty-one 
further officials. The minute is ambiguous as to their title as 
it states 'that thair be four quarter masteris appoyntit to 
attend to the yaird endis bakyettis and priwie entressis of this 
town viz for the Rattinraw [two names] ... and for the Drygait 
[two names] ... betuixt the Wyndheid and the Blackfreris [four 
names]'. Possibly the four quartermasters were separate and 
unnamed but it would seem that the forty-one names which follow 
were the quartermasters. Whatever the case the function of these 
..men was the same as that of their 1574 predecessors, the 
plague searchers.
Compared to 1574 when thirty-eight appointments were made 
(including twenty-eight searchers), in 1584 as many as fifty-five 
appointments may have been made of whom forty-nine can be 
identified (including forty-one quartermasters or searchers).12 
Quite probably the experience of 1574 had governed the decision 
to increase the number of plague officials. The same 
arrangement by district was employed for the searchers and it is 
clear that appointees were chosen on a residency basis, to judge 
by the earlier arrangements for the appointment of the port 
keepers. Only five men (Braidwood, Dalrymple, Fouler, Syare and 
John Wilson) were common to both groups of appointees and three 
of these (Braidwood, Syare and Wilson) served in the same areas 
in which they had operated in 1574. Fouler, keeper of the 
Stablegreen port in 1574, was assigned to the Drygate in 1584 
and Dalrymple, formerly in the Wyndhead/Blackfriars area, was
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assigned to the Rottenrow (where, incidentally, he had been an 
ale taster in 1574) : neither case constituted a sharp move from 
one area of the town to another and in any event some movement 
might be expected since ten years had elapsed since the first set 
of appointments.
The ad hoc and emergency nature of the 1584 appointments is seen 
not only in the lack of continuity with the earlier body of 
plague officials but also in the very small number who, when they 
were appointed, held some other post in the administration. 
Whereas in 1574 twenty or 53?o of the total appointees held 
another post (eleven of these at senior level) of the forty-nine 
appointees in 1584 who can be identified only six or then 
held office (five at a senior level). Similarly, whereas in 
1574 eighteen or 47?o of the plague officials held no other post 
at the time of their appointment,, of whom ten or 26% held no 
other post at all during the period 1574 to 1586, in 1584 forty- 
three or 88% held no other post at the time of their appointment
and of these twenty-nine or 59?o held no other posts at all
during the period under discussion. Thus the factor already 
noticed with respect to the 1574 appointments is further 
emphasized when their successors are examined : in an emergency 
the normally closed burgh government became far less restrictive 
and recruited from a wider body of burgesses than was usual.
codes used are:
Om : Outlandman
S : Stenter
T : Treasurer
U : University Officer
V : Visitor to c o rn market
X : Key keeper
In the tables which follow the
A : Ale taster
B : Bailie
C : Councillor
[D] : Deacon sometime during
this period 13
L : Liner
M : Master of work
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It is impossible to gauge accurately the population of Glasgow at
this time, although the figures of 4,500 and 7,000 have been
16
suggested for the years 1560 and 1600 respectively. However the
appointments of plague officials indicate certain trends. In
1574 thirty-eight officials were appointed but ten years later
fifty-five were deemed necessary. It will also be recalled that
in 1585 two extra burgh officers were appointed because of the 
17
plague emergency. While these factors probably reflected
growing experience, they probably also mirrored a growth in
population. If the plague searchers are studied in detail it
can be seen (in the table which follows) that while the number
remained stable in certain areas of the burgh, in others, (most
notably the Trongate/Gallowgate quarter) twice (or almost twice)
as many searchers were appointed in 1584 as had been chosen in
1574. The areas which displayed this phenomenon were those
closest to the Cross while the peripheral districts showed
little change. As the Cross was very much the centre of burgh
life (with the market and the tolbooth) it is likely that this
area would experience greater change than the neighbouring
districts. The districts can also be seen in terms of probable
population density, relative to the comparatively underdeveloped
Stockwell area, which only began to be built up about this 
18time. The same picture emerges : the areas nearest the Cross 
appear to have been the most densely populated.
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(v) Town surgeon
On 17 May 1577 the magistrates and council agreed to pay
Alexander Hay, surgeon, ten merks (£6l3s4d) per annum to retain
his services. He was made a burgess gratis and was to be exempt
from tax 'conforme to the preuilege haid be vmguhile James
19
Abernethie his maister'. Abernethy, who died sometime between
December 1567 and April 1569 probably also held this post,
although who was town surgeon between 1569 and 1577 can not be 
20
ascertained. Hay remained for only one year, his fee appearing
21
in the 1577-78 accounts. He was replaced by Thomas Mylne, the
first reference to whom occurs in June 1578 when he was made a
burgess gratis 'conforme to the contract betwixt the townschip 
22
and him'. The contract has not survived but it must have been
remarkable for Mylne's annual salary was not only greater than
Hay's but also more than that of any other burgh official
including the bailies. Indeed it was equal to the provost's
fee and the accounts record payments to him throughout the
23
remainder of this period. Indicative of Mylne's wealth was 
the fact that he farmed the ladle custom in 1580-81.
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NOTES
1. SRA MS CUT/1 f7 4 r (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  39).
2. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f2 0 7 r , 210v, 211 r, 243r.
3. I b id . , f188v (and G las. Rees. ,  i ,  68 ).
4. P ro t. Bk. Glasgow, i i i ,  no. 803; SRA MS C1/1/1 f165 r (and G las. Rees., i ,  64 -65).
5. G las. Rees. ,  i ,  27 -30 . These and the  1584 measures are f u l l y  d iscussed in  V o l. I ,
P285-293.
6. See Appendix 2.20 p t .  i v  above, P189 ; see a lso  Appendix 3 .2  below P271-272.
7. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f8 5 v , 86v.
8. I b id . ,  f8 8 r .
9. G las. Rees. ,  i ,  110-112. F u rthe r plague enactments o f  13 and 16 October d id  not
in v o lv e  appointments (SRA MS C1/1/2 f158v and G las. Rees. ,  i ,  113 re s p e c t iv e ly ) .
10. SRA MS C1/1/2 f1 9 6 r-v .
11. I b id . ,  f196v.
12. The sum o f  f i f t y - f i v e  inc ludes  the fo u rteen  p o rt keepers mentioned above but 
excludes the  p o s s ib i l i t y  th a t the  fo u r quarte rm asters were separate appo in tees.
13. See Appendix 2.25 below, P229-236.
14. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f3 2 v -3 3 r.
15. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff1 5 5 v , 196r-v.
16. T h ird  S ta t is t ic a l  Account, Glasgow, 58.
17. See Appendix 2.18 above, P173, 179.
18. See P ro t. Bk. Glasgow. ,  v i i i - x i ,  no. 2296 e t.s e q q ., passim, 1576-1600 and 
K e l le t t ,  H is to r ic  Towns : Glasgow, 4.
19. SRA MS C1/1/1 f137v (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  58).
20. P ro t. Bk. Glasgow, v, no. 1577; i b id . , v i ,  no. 1633.
21. SRA MS C1/1/1 f211v.
22. I b id . ,  f198v.
23. SRA MS C1/1/1 f243v and C1/1/2 ff1 4 6 v , 149r, 151v, 197v; see a lso  V o l. I ,  P385.
24. See Appendix 2 .6  p t . i i  above, P52, 55.
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APPENDIX 2 .23
MINOR OFFICIALS (PUBLIC WORKS), 1374-86
The Keeper of the 'Knok'
Sir Archibald Dickie, a former priest1 and a 'staller'or inmate of the 
burgh's hospital,2 was employed throughout the period 1373-86 to look 
after the 'knok' or clock in the tolbooth. In March 1577 he was given 
£2 'to by bedclathis to ly besyde the knok' and the exacting nature of 
his duties is confirmed by the diversion of the burgess admission fine 
of Stein Dickie in May 1583 to sir Archibald 'for rowlling and gyding 
of the knok and for lying nychtlie in the tolbuth to rewll and keip the 
sarnyne'.3 No record of his appointment remains but the accounts note
4
an annual payment to him of £2 13s 4d for fulfilling this duty. While 
acting in this capacity he was probably responsible to the master of 
work, although this was never stated. Dickie may also have been 
employed as gaoler for the burgh court; he certainly acted in this
5
capacity for the kirk session.
NOTES
1. S ir  A rch ib a ld  D ic k ie , v ic a r  o f  the c h o ir ,  appears in  seve ra l p ro to co ls  o f  the  
1550s : see fo r  example P ro t. Bk. Glasgow, i i ,  nos. 317, 505, 508.
2. G las. Rees. ,  i ,  114.
3. SRA MS C1/1/1 f206v and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  100.
4. SRA MS C1/1/1 f f 8 6 r , 8 8 r, 114v, 207r, 211v, 243v. and C1/1/2 ff146-149  passim, 151v, 
196r.
5. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f4 v . See P182. .
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APPENDIX 2 .24
TESTAMENTS
Testamentary evidence has been collected for as many of the burgh's 
office holders as possible. Although the wills proved in Edinburgh 
survive from 1567 onwards there is an important gap in the Glasgow 
comissariat records between 1565 and 1602. This loss aggravates a 
general problem associated with this type of evidence for not only does 
it account for the absence of many officials but it also makes it all 
the more difficult to determine whether an individual described in a 
testament is the same as the office holder with whom he has been 
identified. In some instances, however, there is no doubt : for 
example in their wills William Cunninghame, George Elphinstone and 
James Fleming are all referred to as having been bailies while, 
similarly, James Anderson is styled officer.
Generally it has been assumed that an individual would have to 
have been in his mid-twenties before he could hold office and that a 
maximum life span of about seventy could be expected. Thus a cut-off 
of c.1j520 has been employed.
The testamentary evidence has been divided into three groups : 
senior officers (bailies, councillors, provosts, treasurers etc; also 
individuals leeted unsuccessfully for posts such as the treasurership; 
also, to facilitate comparison, archbishop Boyd); minor officals 
(officers, stenters etc); and a random selection of individuals who 
held no office during the period under discussion. In the case of this 
last group the cut-off date has been set at 1600 so as to ensure that 
the men concerned were contemporaneous with the officials under 
discussion.
Notes to tables
'Name' column : If the name appears in brackets the testament is that 
of the individual's wife.
'Posts held' column : The following codes have been used:
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A Ale taster M Master of work
B Bailie1 m Leeted but not appointed master
b Leeted but not appointed bailie
of work
C Councillor
0 Officer
[C] Referred to as a councillor but
Om Outlandman
does not appear on council list P Provost
cc Leeted but not appointed common PI Plague official
clerk
S Stenter
CP Common procurator T Treasurer'5
[D] Deacon at some point between 
1574 and 15862
t Leeted but not appointed 
treasurer
Dp Dempster
V Visitor to market
F Farmer of a petty custom
X Key keeper
Hd Herdsman 
L Liner
'Date of death' column : Inapplicable if the testament is that of the 
individual^ wife.
'Reference' column : All are SRO MS registers of testaments arranged by 
commissariat*, namely, CC8 (Edinburgh), CC9 (Glasgow), CC10 (Hamilton, 
Lanark*and Campsie); 'nf' indicates not foliated.
'Legacy' column : If in brackets this indicates that the person 
concerned died in debt.
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1. General analysis
Analysis of this testamentary evidence is hampered by two factors. 
Firstly, not only is the evidence incomplete in terms of the number of 
individuals involved but it also tends to favour the wealthier men. 
Although the distinction between the Edinburgh commissary court and 
the local commissary courts (including Glasgow) as to major and minor 
testaments was blurred, it is evident that minor testaments (in which 
the 'dead's part', a proportion of the legacy dependent on the number 
of surviving kin, was less than £50) tended to be proved locally.4 
Thus, with the loss of the Glasgow records between 1565 and 1602 it is 
probable that many more minor testaments than larger ones have been 
lost. The second difficulty is caused by economic factors.
Testamentary evidence has been drawn from a fifty year period which 
witnessed severe inflation. The chief problem lies in trying to 
determine just how wealthy James Stewart, who died in 1622 leaving 
£4,639, was compared with, for example, Robert Boyd who died thirty 
years earlier leaving £1,294. Inflation would affect different strata 
of society to varying degrees. Indeed the inflation which marked this 
period has been quantified as a fourfold increase in prices between 
1550 and 1625 or as a tenfold increase in grain prices between 1535 and 
1635, while frequent enactments withdrawing currency reflected 
devaluation.5 It must also be stressed that testaments can only be 
used as a rough indicator of comparative wealth since landed property 
is not covered by this evidence.
Table 1 covers the senior officials and councillors. It also 
includes some men who were leeted for but did not attain senior posts; 
the testaments of two of the provosts and archbishop Boyd to provide 
comparative data; and, in common with the other tables, the testaments 
of some men's wives when their own testaments could not be traced, on 
the grounds that such information gives some indication of wealth.
It will be seen that archbishop Boyd who died in 1581 was almost 
as wealthy as George Elphinstone, one of his leading officials, but 
that neither approached the wealth of Robert Lord Boyd, provost from 
1573 to 1577, who on his death in 1590 left £14,580. Yet it may be 
noted that even Boyd's wealth fell far short of the legacies of either
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William JBlo'ie. f merchant, (£29,064 in 1569) or Michael Gilbert, craftsman, 
(£22,667 in 1590), both burgesses of Edinburgh.6
In order to base analysis on comparative and meaningful data 
several adjustments have to be made. To minimise distortions caused 
by inflation only testaments of men who died prior to 1601 have been 
considered in the discussion which follows (this concerns tables 1 and 
2 only). Secondly the testaments of spouses have also been discounted. 
Thirdly in table 1 the testaments of archbishop Boyd, Robert Lord Boyd 
and Mr John Hall have been excluded : the two Boyds because they were 
not burgess indwellers and Hall because he died prior to the main 
period under consideration. Lastly, also in table 1, the testaments 
of those men who were leeted unsuccessfully for senior posts have been 
omitted.
In table 1 twenty-three testaments remain. These can be divided 
between those of the 'inner group' of senior officials (ten testaments, 
total £15,887 : Cunninghame, Elphinstone, James Fleming, Graham, 
Herbertson, Lindsay, Archibald Lyon, Robert Muir, Hector Stewart and 
Robert Stewart) and those of the 'outer group' (thirteen testaments, 
total £10,526).7 The average legacy of the inner group was thus 
£1,588 but of the outer group only £810 : combined the figure becomes 
£1,148 (the total testamentary wealth, £26,415 divided by twenty- 
three) .
In table 2 ten testaments remain, totalling £6,696. The average 
wealth of these minor officials was thus £670.
In table 3 fifteen testaments remain, totalling £7,748. The 
average wealth of this sample of burgesses who did not hold office was 
thus £517, although if John Findlay's testament (£2,646) is discounted 
this falls to £364. However in view of the totally random nature of 
this sample the former figure, £517, is to be preferred.
The distribution of wealth may be expressed thus:
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Thus the average wealth, in terms of testamentary evidence, of the 
inner group of senior officials and councillors was £1,588, 86% more 
than their less influential senior colleagues. Combined their average 
wealth was £1,148, 72% more than that of the minor officials who in turn 
were 23% wealthier than the sample of non-holders of office. Wealth 
was obviously a major factor in the attainment of high office yet it was 
clearly not the sole consideration for many senior officials, including 
several members of the inner group, were, at the time of their death, 
apparently poorer than some of their fellow burgesses who held less 
senior posts or no positions at all. Thus, for example, four of the 
inner and ten of the outer group of senior officials were less well-off 
than three of the minor officials and one of the non-officials. If 
those who died prior to 1601 leaving legacies in excess of £2,000 are 
examined the following 'league table' results:-
George Elphinstone £3,426 senior officer (inner group)
Patrick Glen £2,795 senior officer (outer group)
Hector Stewart £2,753 senior officer (inner group)
John Finlay £2,646 no post. held
John Lindsay £2,473 senior officer (inner group)
William Cunninghame £2,083 senior officer (inner group)
George Herbertson £2,065 senior officer (inner group)
It may also be noted that this analysis has excluded, among others, 
Walter Bowe a non-officer whose wife left £2,118 on her death in 1595.
He (and many others) may have been just as wealthy as the seven men 
noted above.
Clearly some of the wealthiest burgess eschewed or were excluded 
from burgh office (e.g. Finlay) or the most senior posts (e.g. Glen) 
while among the minor officials attention may be drawn to
Gilbert Hall, £1,092,
James Taylor, £1,543,
John Young, £1,528,
who would appear to have been considerably wealthier than such prominent 
figures in burgh politics as
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James Fleming, £477, inner group : councillor, master of work and
(outwith the period 1574-86) a 
bailie;
Robert Fleming, £163, outer group : councillor and treasurer;
Gavin Graham, £683, inner group : councillor and master of work;
Robert Muir, £549 inner group : councillor and liner; and
Robert Stewart, £276, inner group : bailie and councillor.
However it must be recalled that these figures can be treated only 
as rough indicators of the wealth of these men. Testaments exclude 
landed wealth and are in any case only a record of a person's wealth 
in moveable goods at his death : that is to say that James Fleming and 
the others noted above may well have been more affluent in the 1570s 
or early 1580s.
2. Merchants and craftsmen
Attention has already been drawn to an Edinburgh merchant and an 
Edinburgh craftsman who left legacies of £29,064 and £22,667 
respectively, sums far in excess of any Glasgow testament which has 
been examined. However these men were exceptions even in the capital.
the IfecuUruj
On average^Edinburgh merchants and craftsmen left legacies of about 
£2,000, clear evidence that there was a merchant and a craft 
aristocracy.8
In Glasgow wealth was on a smaller scale, but a similar 
distinction can be discerned which underlines the fact that burgh 
society was not a simple question of wealthy merchants, poorer 
craftsmen and unfreemen but was far more complex with, apart from the 
unfreemen (whose lack of wealth can be assumed), wealthy merchants 
and craftsmen and less well-to-do merchants and craftsmen. The 
considerable differentiations in wealth are seen if all the men noted 
in tables 1-3 whose testaments were proved prior to 1601 are 
examined as one group.
It should be noted that for these purposes maltmen have been 
regarded as merchants as was the practice in the Edinburgh stent
Q
rolls prior to 1583, and evidence derived from the testaments of 
spouses has been used. Only men definitely described as merchants
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have been included (thus, e.g., Elphinstone has been excluded).10
Thirty-two merchants appear, their wealth ranging from £132 
(James Anderson) to £2,795 (Patrick Glen) and averaging £837. However 
as the following shows, a truer average would be somewhat lower in view 
of the large group who left legacies of between £201 and £500 (indeed 
50?o of these men left legacies not exceeding £500).
Less than £100 
£101-£200 
£201-£500 
£501 —£1,000 
£1,001-£2 ,000  
£2,001-£3,000
0 
4 
12 
6 
6
4 (the merchant aristocracy, Patrick 
Glen, John Lindsay, John Finlay and possibly Walter Bowe).
Unfortunately only ten craftsmen appear, a number which prohibits a 
meaningful comparison with the merchants and makes for difficulties 
if the identification of a craft aristocracy is attempted.
Nonetheless these figures range from £71 (Andrew Mackay, tailor) to 
£1,528 (John Young, webster). The figures may be broken down thus:
Less than £100 : 1 (tailor, £71)
£101—£500 : 5 (litster, £109; bonnetmaker, £160;
woolman, £234; two tailors, £333 and 
£461)
£501-£1,000 : 3 (cordiner, £675; two coopers, £748 and
£771)
Over £1,000 : 1 (webster, £1,528).
Even with these limited figures, the range of wealth amongst the 
tailors may be noted. John Young, webster, was clearly considerably 
wealthier than any of these men (and wealthier than twenty-seven of the 
merchants discussed above) and may be regarded as a member of the 
craft aristocracy of Glasgow. If the craftsmen whose wills were 
proved after 1600 are examined another member of this aristrocracy 
comes to light, William Muir, flesher, who left £2,175 in 1616 : taking 
all the men in tables 1-3 he stands as the ninth wealthiest. (Muir 
was a plague searcher in 1584 and John Young was co-farmer of the 
ladle in 1578-79).
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NOTES
1. A lthough they f a l l  o u tw ith  the main p e rio d  under d iscu ss io n  (1574-86), the
b a il ie s h ip s  o f  James Flem ing (1570 x 1574, 1588-1589) and Mr John H a ll ( c . 1548-1570) 
have been in c lu d e d .
2. See Appendix 2 .25 below, P229-236.
3. A lthough f a l l in g  o u tw ith  the  main p e rio d  under d iscu ss io n  (1574-86), the
tre a s u re rs h ip  o f  Robert Flem ing (1573-74) has been in c lu d e d .
4. G. Donaldson, 'The Church C o u rts ', in  S c o tt is h  Legal H is to ry , 368,370. The
oppos ite  d id  no t ho ld  tru e . Major testam ents cou ld  be proved lo c a l ly  : see,
fo r  example, James S tew art in  ta b le  1, P217.
5. Lynch in  SESH, i v  (1984), 8; Lythe and B u tt ,  Economic H is to ry  o f  S co tla n d , 37,
38 ,74; Accounts o f  The T reasurer o f  S co tla n d , x i i i ,  1574-1580, ed. C.T. Mclnnes, 
(E d in b u rg h ,1978), 55,67 ,170,219,229,256; M. Lynch, Edinburgh and th e  R efo rm a tion , 
(E d in b u rg h ,1981), 52.
6. M. Lynch, Edinburgh and the  R eform ation , (E d in b u rg h ,1981), 52-53.
7. On the  ' in n e r '  and 'o u te r ' groups see V o l. I  P58-59, 63-64.
8. M. Lynch, Edinburgh and th e  R eform ation, (E d in b u rg h ,1981), 52-53.
9. I b i d . . 212 n . 16. A lso Lynch in  SESH, i v  (1984), 12.
10. I t  i s  o n ly  from in d ir e c t  re fe rences such as the e le c t io n  o f  the  m erchants' 
p re s id e n t in  1582 (G las. Rees., i ,  95) th a t  George E lph ins tone  and H ector 
S tew art can be id e n t i f ie d  as merchants.
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APPENDIX 2 .25
THE CRAFT DEACONS, 1574-86
By 1574 there were eight incorporated crafts:
(i) the skinners, including furriers and glovers 
(incorporated in 1516);
(ii) the tailors (1527);
(iii) the websters (1528);
(iv) the hammermen, including blacksmiths, goldsmiths, 
lorimers, saddlers, armourers, pewterers (1536);
(v) the masons (1551);
(vi) the baxters (by 1556);
(vii) the cordiners, including barkers and tanners (1559); 
and
(viii) the coopers (1569).1
2
In addition the fleshers were incorporated in October 1580.
Apart from the seals of cause and some miscellaneous items, the 
earliest records of these craft incorporations date from the seventeenth 
century. There are however three exceptions : minute books of the 
skinners (1557-81, 1587-1611),3 the websters (1591-1624)4 and the coopers 
(1589-1607).5 The first of these offers a unique record of the 
activities of an incorporation during the years under consideration. 
Whereas in the case of all the other incorporations the craft deacons 
can only be identified from casual references in the burgh act books 
and other sources, it is possible to determine, within limits, who the 
various deacons of the skinners were between 1574 and 1581. The 
limitations arise from the nature of the minuting which is, to say the 
least, sketchy and inconsistent in its treatment of the elections.
The incorporated crafts were headed by a deacon and a number of 
masters, the latter being also known as quartermasters (skinners) or 
auditors (coopers). The deacons were elected annually, usually around 
Michaelmas. The elections appear to have been conducted by the whole 
craftsmen of the incorporation (except the apprentices and servants). 
Thus in the case of the skinners John Wise was elected deacon in 1579 
'be avise of haill craft' and a list of fourteen men was subscribed.6
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These, plus the successful deacon, were the craft members. Similarly, 
since the votes cast for the deacons of the coopers were recorded it 
would appear that in the early 1590s there were about twenty-three 
craft members. 7 The websters' minute book contains a list of that
g
craft's membership in 1593, twenty-seven in all (while it is known that 
in c.1590 there were twenty-four hammermen). From the membership the 
masters (who, as their alternative titles of auditors or quartermasters 
suggest, were involved in collecting the craft dues) were either 
'electit and chosen' by the craft as in the case of the skinners and 
websters10 or nominated by the deacon as in the case of the coopers.11 
The number of masters appointed varied both between and within each 
craft. In the case of the skinners they numbered nine in 1587, four in 
1588, six in 1589 and four in 1591; the coopers had eight in 1589 and 
1591; the websters had six in 1591 and 1592 rising to eight in 1593.
As only the deacons seem to have been directly involved in burgh 
government, the following tables are confined to these craft officials. 
Table 1 sets out the deacons of the skinners' incorporation between 
1574 and 1581, so far as is possible. Table 2 sets out the names of 
all the deacons who can be identified during these years. In both 
tables information is given as to the official burgh posts held by these 
men, both at the time when they can be definitely identified as deacons 
and also throughout the period under discussion. The information is 
confined to senior posts and the following codes are used.
B : Bailie 
C : Councillor 
L : Liner
M : Master of work 
T : Treasurer 
X : Key keeper
13Table 1 Deacons of the incorporation of skinners
Date Appointee
Burgh positions 
then held Remarks
1374-75 [John Gemmill] None Demitted by July 
1575.
1575-76
1576-77 John Wise Becomes C 3/10/1577 Elected February 
1576.
1577-78 John Luis None Elected 23/10/1577 
for one year.
1578-79
1579-80 John Wise Leeted B 6/10/1579; 
C until 8/10/1579
Elected 18/9/1579 
for one year.
1580-81 Edward Pollok None Elected 6/[ ]/1580 
for one year.
1581-82 David Biggart None Referred to [August 
1581], See however 
table 2.
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1. On a l l  these see V o l. I ,  P16-17.
2. SRA MS C1/1/1 f265 r (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  80 ).
3. SRA MS T-TH 8/12 and 13 (bound as one volume bu t fo l ia te d  s e p a ra te ly ).
4. SRA MS T-TH 5 /1 /1 .
5. SRA MS T-TH 10/1 /1 .
6. SRA MS T-TH 8/12 f16v.
7. SRA MS T-TH 10/1/1 f4 v .
8. SRA MS T-TH 5 /1 /1  f3 r .
9. P ro t. Bk. Glasgow, i x ,  p . 156.
10. SRA MS T-TH 8/13 f4 r  and T-TH 5 /1 /1  f f 4 r ,  5v.
11. SRA MS T-TH 10/1/1 f7 v .
12. SRA MS T-TH 8/13 f f 3 r - 8 r  passim; T-TH 10/1/1 f f 3 r ,  7v; T-TH 5 /1 /1  f f 4 r ,  5v.
13. Sources are as fo llo w s  : SRA MS T-TH 8/12 f f1 2 r ,  12v, 14v, 16v, 17v, 19r.
14. SRA MS C 1/1/2 f f8 9 r ,  90r (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  101-102).
15. SRA MS T-TH 8/12 f1 9 r .
16. SRA MS C1/1/2 f5 5 r .
17. I b id . ,  f f8 9 r ,  90r (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  101-102).
18. See Appendix 2.12 ta b le  10, above P120-122.
19. P ro t. Bk. Glasgow, v i i ,  n o .2248.
20. SRA MS C1/1/1 f2 4 r .
21. P ro t. Bk. Glasgow, v i i ,  n o .2248.
22. SRA MS C 1/1/2 f f 8 9 r ,  90r (and G las. Rees. ,  i ,  101-102).
23. P ro t Bk. Glasgow, v i i ,  n o .2248.
24. SRA MS C1/1/1 f160v.
25. SRA MS C1/1/2 f58v.
26. I b id . , f f8 9 r ,  90r (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  101-102).
27. I b id .
28. SRA MS T-TH 8/12 f1 2 r .
29. I b id . ,  f14v.
30. SRA MS C1/1/1 f25v. See V o l. I ,  P233 n.316.
31. I b id . ,  f201v.
32. SRA MS T-TH 8/12 f17v.
33. SRA MS C 1/1/2 f42v (and G las. Rees. ,  i ,  96).
34. I b id . ,  f f 8 9 r , 90r (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  101-102).
35. I b id . ,  f1 5 0 r.
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36. See Appendix 2 .12 ta b le  10 above, P120-22.
37. SRA MS C1/1/2 f f8 9 , 90r (and G las. Rees. ,  i ,  101-102).
38. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f2 r .
39. SRA MS C1/1/2 f f1 4 6 r , 148r.
40. SRA MS T-TH 8/12 f12v.
41. I b id . , f16v.
42. SRA MS C1/1/1 f 1v (and Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  3 ) .
43. SRA MS C1/1/2 f150 r.
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APPENDIX 2 .26
PRESSURE GROUPS IN THE BURGH, 1574-86
N.B. Much of the following is based on Appendices 2.11 (bailies) and 
2.12 (councils). 1
1. The 1570s
As the minutes prior to 1574 do not survive, the existence of 
pressure groups before that date can not be determined. Between 1574 
and 1578 the ruling oligarchy seems to have been comprised of a 
majority of Boyd men with a few former Stewart of Minto men.
Certainly Boyd retained Minto's bailies and common clerk. However this 
'consensus' was split when Robert earl of Lennox became provost in 
1578, supplanting Boyd and his protege provost Crawford.2
He removed ten men, comprising more than half of the old council 
plus Crawford the provost (the annotations are explained later):
Robert Lord Boyd - John Fleming* P Archibald Lyon* M
George Burrell* P Patrick Glen - Robert Muir* M
John Clerk* P John Lindsay P John Wilson* -
Thomas Crawford -
James Fleming* P
He retained the following from the 1577--78 administration (two
former bailies and nine councillors):
Robert Adam M George Elphinstone P Mr Adam Wallace M
John Anderson P George Herbertson L Matthew Wilson P
Andrew Baillie M David Lindsay L John Wise L
William
Cunninghame
P Robert Rowat P
He introduced the following:
Nicol Andrew L John Graham, 
(younger)
L Hector Stewart L
James Blackburn L David Hall M John Stewart of 
Bowhouse
L
Gavin Graham L James Ritchie L Malcolm Stewart L
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And reintroduced : Robert Stewart M
Broadly speaking those retained or newly appointed were men who 
supported the Lennox cause and were probably sympathetic to the coup of 
April 1578 which had temporarily removed the regent Morton from power. 
Those displaced were the men most sympathetic to Robert Lord Boyd (and, 
by implication, Morton, his patron) and Thomas Crawford. Although of 
secondary importance at this time, the growing controversy between the 
crown and the church, between those who supported the former's 
episcopalian policy and those who sympathised with the presbyterians, 
probably also played a part.
While earl Robert perceived the danger of alienating an important 
segment of the ruling oligarchy and in 1579 reinstated seven of the 
men he had displaced in 1578 (marked * above), the events of 1578 saw 
the beginnings of two pressure groups (or factions ; 'party' has been 
avoided since that word implies a manifesto and a degree of 
organisation anachronistic to this period). These had not yet fully 
formed but were to do so after October 1580 when earl Robert's 
successor, Esme earl of Lennox, conducted another purge.3 These 
changes were not rectified the following year.
The issues in the 1580s were broadly similar to those in 1578, 
although the emphasis had altered. Hostility between those of the 
Lennox persuasion and those who identified with the Morton-Boyd regime 
seems to have been the chief element in the purge of 1580 (as it had 
also been in 1578) but it was quickly overtaken by the tension between 
the episcopalians and the presbyterians.
For convenience the men favoured by earl Esme in the 1580s have 
been termed the Lennox faction and their opponents (the men Lennox 
ousted) the presbyterian faction. There was also a third group which 
has been termed the middle party, comprising men who were acceptable 
to all regimes of this period. (The word faction has here been 
avoided as these men seem to have been almost apolitical; the word 
group has also been avoided as these men had much in common with the 
'inner group'4 of men who dominated high office between 1574 and 1586,
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and use of the word might cause confusion).
In the last paragraph but one it was noted that the issues in the 
1580s were broadly similar to those in 1578. This justifies transposing 
back to 1578 the later discernible differentiation between men of the 
Lennox faction, presbyterian faction and middle party, noted as L, P 
and M respectively in the preceding breakdown of men involved in the 
1578 coup.
There is a considerable correlation both between the later Lennox 
faction and the men introduced by earl Robert in 1578 and between the 
later presbyterian faction and the men whom he deposed. Examination 
of the men retained by earl Robert in these terms shows how far Esme 
earl of Lennox would destroy the homogeneity of this group two years 
later by ousting such prominent individuals as Cunninghame, Elphinstone 
and Rowat (who were akin to men of the middle party, being 'inner 
group' members). They would be drawn to the presbyterian cause by 
Esme's ill-judged behaviour in 1580.
Thus it is demonstrated that the factionalism of the 1580s had its 
roots *in 1578 but was at that time not fully developed.
2. The 1580s
The Lennox faction
Main period of power : October 1580 - October 1582.
'Policies' : Support for Esme earl (later duke) of Lennox and
sympathetic to the episcopalian policy of the crown, 
personified by archbishop Robert Montgomery.
Membership : After Lennox became provost, the bailies and councillors 
were appointed in the normal way. However, shortly 
afterwards (on 19-20 October 1580), three new bailies were 
appointed and a fresh council was elected, numbering 
thirty men. These thirty-three men may be regarded as a 
mixture of Lennox men and men of the middle ground. It is 
possible to separate the core from this wider group by
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examining the fate of these men during the provostship 
of Lennox's successor, Sir Matthew Stewart of Minto.
Minto served two terms, 1581-83. At first he was 
very supportive of the Lennox cause but, following the 
attack on the Glasgow presbytery, the assault on Mr John 
Howeson,the subsequent hearings before the General 
Assembly (at which he was threatened with excommunication), 
the eclipse of Lennox and the rise of the Ruthven lords, 
he changed sides and became the leader of the 
presbyterian group. By October 1582 when he entered his 
second term of office, twenty-four of the thirty-three men 
who had served under Esme had been displaced. In addition 
to these twenty-four men (the core of the Lennox faction), 
also included in this group were Archibald Hegate, 
appointed to the clerkship by Esme in May 1581; William 
Hegate, his father, appointed to Minto's council in 
October 1581 (when Esme was still in power) but not 
re-appointed in October 1582 (when Minto, now acting for 
the Ruthven regime, was free of Lennox's influence); and 
perhaps Archibald Muir whose short-lived career on the 
council began in 1581 and ended in 1582.
In the tables which follow the provosts have been 
coded thus:-
RLB Robert Lord Boyd, 1573-77
TCJ Thomas Crawford of Jordanhill, 1577-78
REL Robert earl of Lennox, 1578-80
EEL Esme earl of Lennox, 1580-81
MSM Sir Matthew Stewart of Minto, 1581-83
JEM John earl of Montrose, 1583-84
WLK Sir William Livingstone of Kilsyth, 1584-86
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Other codes : B Bailie
C Council
CC Common Clerk
1580 Appointed 4 (bailies) or 7 (councillors) October
1580, and served until 19/20 October 1580
respectively.
1580-81 Appointed 19 (bailies) or 20 (councillors) 
October 1580 and served until 1581.
* Leading member of group.
? Peripheral member.
+ On kirk session after November 1583.
241
TO X X X CL0 _ l _J Ld Ld _J Ld _ l
X 2 2 X A 3 A 3
0 \ \ \ \ \ \ \
X A A A A < r A A0 CO CO CO 00 CO CO CO
C A A A A A A A
•H r-— <:— 0 r— 7—
0
QG CJ CJ CJ CJ X c j CJ CJ
_ l _ l _ l __1
3= 3 3 3
\ \ \ \
<J- A A A
CO 00 00 00
A A A A
'r ~ r “
CJ CJ CJ CJ
TJ
CD
O
CD X  
i— I CO 
C LX  
CD
•H >>
Q  -Q
i— ?— CN CN ^— CN CN CN CN CN CN t— CN CN r _ CN CN CN CN CN
00 CO 00 CO CO CO ao CO CO CO 0 00 ao 00 00 00 CO 00 CO CO CO CO
A A A A A A A A A A \ A A A A A A A A A A A
* - r— r— *— *— c— *— r - X *— * - <— <— r— ’r ~
O
CO
CN
00
I
— 1 r—
Ld CO 
Ld A  
t— 
Li w - 
0
C  LO 
3 x
c  ^
O r -  
•H CO 
-Id I 
•H O  
CD 00 
O A *
0 -  r -
CO
I
o
CO
A
CO
I
o
CO
A
00
I
a
co
A
CN CN 
00 00
00 00 
A  A
CD CJ
CO CO CO
CD
CO
A
O
CO
A
O
CO
A
CN
CO
I
CO
A
CJ
CO
I
aco
A
CJ
a
ao
A
CN
CO
00
A
CJ
CO
I
a
co
A
CN
CO
CO
A
CD CN
CO
I
CO CO 
I A
a
CO
A  CJ
CJ CJ CJ CJ CJ CJ CJ
GD
a
CO
A
CJ
CO
I
a
co
A
CO
A
CJ
CJ CJ
CN CN CN
CO CO1
CO
11
00 CO CO
A A A
s— r “
C_J CN CN CN CJ CJ CN
00 CO CO CO
vs 1 1 1 ** 1
17“ r — *— r— ^— *— r —
CO ao CO 00 CO ao CO CO CO
1 i A 1 A A 1 1 A
a a r - CD r— a a r—
ao ao CO 00 CO
A A CJ A CJ CJ A A CJ
^— •c— T— *— T -
vs r ' rs
CN CJ CJ CN r — CJ r— CD CJ r -
CO CO CO 00 CO ao
1 vs vs 1 1 vs 1 1 ** r* io O □ O a a a o a
CO CO 00 00 ao 00 CO 00 CO 00 00
A A A A A A A A A A A
r— <— *— r;— * - r— 'r“ r - 'r ~
CJ CJ CJ CJ CJ CJ CJ CD CJ CJ CD
TJ
0>u
0
0
0
D
o
•H
>
0
C-i
CL
_ l _1 CD _J —I
Ld Ld Ld Ld
QG QG QG QG QG
X
CJ
CD
_ l
QG
Ld
QG
X
CJ
CD
_ l
QG
_ l
Ld Ld Ld
QG QG QG
+
* +
0 0
0 0 C Hd
E E •H c Li
r-H 0 0 r-H x 0o X x o o Xa CD X O
•H Vs Vs QG
X c TJ *> »*
Li O 1-1 L *>
v> D O r-H 02 -Q 2 0 X c
0 J* TJ X D •H
Li o •H CL CT E
TJ 0 0 E Li 0
C i—1 Li 0 0 r-H
< CD CD CJ Ll- Li-
>
0
CO
e
0
X
0
C-i
CD
+ C -^
* L i L i
0 Q” 0
L CD * X +
0 c 0 r-H
TO D TO * O ' 0 C -^ 0r~H a r—H L i 0
0 0 E O X E
X 0 . 0 X r-H O
rs Vs JL ■ r-H •H CD •r—1 0 X
c c CJ X r-H > X * 1—
X x • r-H a r-H *> 0 ■H
O o L i Li ■H C Q X C
x X -D < 3 o a X 2
0 0 L i o 0
•s Vs Q_ Vs •« -D > S < X L i
E E 0 0 L i 0 cn
0 0 vs X -D 0 0 *> •H
X X >s 0 0 X X L i L i X
0 0 0 CT CT Li C •H •H X
L i L i L i 0 0 0 •H D D 0
CD CD CD X X X _J X X X
D +
O
X Li
2 0
O cn
+ CD c
D
* X O
O >s
+ L
0 O rs Vs
0 C X c c
E X a X X
0 o 0 □ o
X X X X X
0 0 X X X
•H X Li Li Li
X r-H 0 0 0
CJ 0 2 2 2
X •H 0 0 0
•H X X X X
QG cn cn cn cn
242
R
e
in
s
ta
te
d
C 
1
5
8
3
/J
E
M
TO
0
G
0  21
H  CO
Q . S CM r— —^ r;— CM
0 00 00 00 CO 00
•H  > n lA LA LA lA LA
Q  JO r— r— *
CM
CO1
Cn
O 00
CO lA
lA  ^ -n —^
r -  CM
^  00 Cd CM
1 00
_ l  r - 1
LjJ CO T— —^ r— t;—
Ld LA CO CO 00 CO
—^ 1 1 1 LA
f-i w 0 0 0 <:—
0 00 00 00
-O ST lA LA LA Cd
C  CO —^ —^ *—
g  z ; rx
Cd CJ Cd <;— —^
c  ^ ao 00
O <r- 1 l
•H CO 0 o 0 0 O
-d  1 00 CO 00 00 00
•H O LA lA LA LA lA
0  OO c— —^ —^ r— c—
O LA' •'
Q_ 5— Cd Cd Cd Cd Cd
*D
0
>
d
0
0
>N1—1
0 _J
3 Ld
O QO
•H
> •s
0 _d _J _l rn
d Ld Ld Ld Cd
Q_ cc 00 QO d-
* 1—1
1—1 E
E 0 0
1— l > •H +
O c 1—1
O 0 i-H ■a
1—< Cd •H •H
0 IS >
•N 0 c
0 O n»> d 1-1 0
-d 0 r— H r\ D
d -C D c
0 -d -Q 0 *>
0 2 O C 0 0
E 0 d d r — l 0
0 -d -d □ •H •H
Z cn cn >— s s
Comments: 1. As previously observed Nicol Andrew, James Blackburn,
Gavin Graham, John Graham (younger), James Ritchie,
Hector Stewart, John Stewart of Bowhouse and Malcolm 
Stewart were men originally introduced by Robert earl of 
Lennox at the coup of 1578. ConvellStruthers and 
William Turnbull were introduced to earl Robert' ssecond 
council in 1579.
2. The list probably includes men of the middle party
(marked '?'). Most notable is George Herbertson, a
prominent member of the oligarchic 'inner group' who
served the administration on eleven out of a possible
total of thirteen occasions during this period (the
exceptions being 1579-80 and 1582-83). On the other
hand he is known to have been hostile to George
Elphinstone. As Elphinstone belonged to the faction
ousted in October 1580, Herbertson may have been drawn
to, and favoured by, the Lennox regime. As it was he
subsequently quarrelled with bailie Robert Stewart and
6
lost his burgess freedom.
3. Although the surviving kirk session records do not
commence until November 1583 it is instructive to note
that of this group only eight subsequently became
session members (marked +) whereas the presbyterian
7
faction's representation was twice as large.
4. The leaders of Lennox faction (marked *), apart from 
earl Esme and Matthew Stewart of Minto (who changed 
his allegiance in the summer of 1582), can be 
identified from the accounts of the General Assembly's 
proceedings initiated after the magistrates and council 
attacked the local presbytery and provoked a student 
riot in June 1582. They can also be identified among 
those whom the Assembly prosecuted for associating with 
archbishop Montgomery after he had been excommunicated.
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(i) For the attack on the presbytery and assault on 
Mr John Howeson, the moderator.
Matthew Stewart of Minto (whose change of
allegiance makes him a special case); Colin
Campbell; Gavin Graham; John Graham, elder;
Archibald Hegate; Hector Stewart; Malcolm
Stewart.
(ii) Attack on the students
Colin Campbell; Archibald Hegate; William Hegate.
(iii) Consorting with archbishop Montgomery
Colin Campbell; Gavin Graham; John Graham, younger; 
Archibald Hegate; William Hegate; John Muir;
Q
Hector Stewart.
The presbyterian faction
Main period of power : October 1582 - October 1583 9
'Policies' : Initially the nucleus of this group, the bailies and
councillors removed from office by earl Esme in October
1580, probably had little in common save a sense of
10grievance arising from their dismissal. Earl Esme had
removed them probably because he feared the possibility of
a reaction from those men most loyal to Lord Boyd's
regime when he attempted to destroy the influence of
Boyd's patron at court, the regent Morton. However these
men had probably also been suspected of sympathy for the
church's ambitions for a presbyterian form of
ecclesiastical government independent of crown
interference. By dismissing these men, Esme effectively
created an opposition group which, if it had not done so
already, began to identify strongly with the aspirations
of the church. Outwith the ruling oligarchy there was
mounting hostility to archbishop Montgomery particularly
as it was believed that he had effectively been bought 
1 1by earl Esme. This opposition was centred at first on 
the local presbytery and the university and was led by Mr
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Sir Matthew : 
Stewart of 
Minto
Andrew Hay and Mr Thomas Smeaton, prominent members of 
both organisations. By October 1582 a presbyterian faction 
within the burgh administration had been formed, 
consisting of men who had been driven by Lennox into 
espousing presbyterianism (the officials ousted in 
October 1580) and more radical newcomers including Hay and 
Smeaton. Together they set about removing the Lennox men 
from office. The former used presbyterianism as a vehicle 
to regain office while the radicals hoped to further their 
wider policies.
At first the presbyterian group was leaderless, but by 
October 1582 Matthew Stewart of Minto can be identifed at 
its head. Since 1578 he and his father (Sir John Stewart 
of Minto) had been acting as depute bailies of the 
regality.12 It was probably in that capacity that Minto 
delivered to the magistracy and council on 19 October 1580 
the act of the Privy Council announcing that the bailies 
chosen on 4 October had 'agreed' to stand down. The next 
day a new council was chosen and it may be noted that one 
of the men not re-elected was Minto. Perhaps his role as 
depute bailie of the regality was sufficient for his 
ambitions at this stage but it is also possible that earl 
Esme did not trust him.
However it would seem that by October 1581 Minto had 
satisfied Esme as to his loyalty. Esme for his part seems 
to have been prepared to be less directly involved in the 
affairs of the burgh, for Minto now became provost. 
Nonetheless the political climate still favoured the 
Lennox faction and there was considerable continuity 
between the magistracy and councils of 1580-81 and
1581-82.
During the crises of June 1582 Esme'sfaith in Minto 
at first appeared justified but when the latter was 
threatened with excommunication by the General Assembly 
for his part in the attack on the Glasgow presbytery he
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astutely shifted his ground, implicated his colleagues and 
espoused the cause of the presbyterians who were then led
by Mr Andrew Hay and Mr Thomas Smeaton. Minto was also
moved by self-interest for at the same time as he had 
been, on behalf of Esme and the crown, attempting to curb 
the presbytery in its attacks on archbishop Montgomery, 
he and other fellow rentallers of the archbishop 
(including George Elphinstone, one of the bailies removed 
from office in October 1580) had for two years been 
withholding their rents. In July 1582 the Privy Council
ordered them to pay these rents on pain of being warded in
Inverness. When the Ruthven lords seized power in 
August 1582 Minto was ready to embrace their cause, if 
only to retain his position as provost and depute bailie 
of the regality, and thus in October 1582 he set about 
removing members of the Lennox faction and placing the 
presbyterians on the council.
The elections of October 1582 saw the sharpest 
changeover in membership between magistracies and councils 
in this period, far more extreme than the purge effected 
by Lennox two years earlier. In 1580, seventeen of the 
twenty-seven councillors elected on 4 October had become 
either bailies or councillors on 19/20 October and a total 
of ten councillors and three bailies had been dismissed.
In all 57% of the first group had survived. However in 
October 1582 only 37?o of the 1581-82 magistracy and 
council was retained. Only one of the three bailies 
survived and ten of the twenty-seven councillors (two as 
bailies); two bailies and seventeen councillors were
15dismissed.
Membership : The membership of the presbyterian faction falls into two
groups:-
(i) Men removed from office on 19/20 October by Esme,
earl of Lennox. Chiefly ex-bailies and councillors. 
Excludes councillor John Wilson who was never 
reappointed.
Codes as before plus L : Liner M : Master of work P : Provost
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As has been noted, five of these men (Burrell, Clerk, the 
two Flemings and Lindsay) were among those removed from 
office in 1578.22
(ii) New councillors appointed by Minto.
In 1581 Minto became provost. As the earl of 
Lennox's influence was still important the men who 
were new appointments were probably sympathetic to 
the Lennox regime. William Hegate and perhaps 
Archibald Muir fall into this category. William 
Symmer was probably appointed because he was 
treasurer and thus can not be definitely ascribed to 
either faction : he was not reappointed in 1582 but 
appointments of one year's duration were not 
unusual in the case of treasurers (eg John Temple in 
1575-76, Patrick Glen in 1577-78 and David Donald in
07
1584-85). Two other new appointments were made,
Mr Henry Gibson and John Scott and as both were 
retained by Minto on his 1582 council, it seems 
reasonable to assume that they were sympathetic to 
the presbyterian cause. Gibson is particularly 
interesting as he had been ousted from the clerkship 
in May 1581 by Archibald Hegate.2^  Hegate's father, 
William, joined the council in October 1581 as did 
Gibson. Both the Hegates were prominent in the 
Lennox cause. Gibson's appearance may have arisen 
out of a feeling that he had been unjustly treated, 
and he certainly had reason co dislike the Lennox 
regime after the events of May 1581. Significantly 
when Minto attained full control in October 1582 
William Hegate was not re-elected to the council but 
Gibson was retained.
In 1582 Minto, apart from recalling the men 
displaced by Lennox, introduced new councillors, 
among them men who had been leaders of the 
presbyterian opposition to archbishop Montgomery, 
namely Mr Andrew Hay and Mr Thomas Smeaton. Both were
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leaders of the university, being rector and principal
25 26
respectively, members of the Glasgow presbytery
27and probably elders in the kirk session. During 
the period 1574 to 1586, these were the only non- 
lay members of the burgh council, a fact which 
emphasizes the movement towards a council dominated 
by presbyterians during 1582-83.
The new men appointed by Minto may be tabulated thus 
(codes as before):
Name
First appointed 
by MSM Subsequent career/remarks
Angus, John + C 1582
Gibson, Mr Henry C 1581 C 1582-86
Hay, Mr Andrew + C 1582
Muir, Thomas + C 1582 C 1583-86
Scott, John + C 1581 C 1582-83, 1585-86
Smeaton, Mr Thomas + C 1582
98
(Died in December 1583)
Watson, Matthew + C 1582
Having noted the membership of these two factions or 
pressure groups some general points may be made.
1. It will be noted that the Lennox faction comprised 
twenty-seven men, thirteen of whom were new 
appointees either in 1580 or 1581. Of the nine 
'leaders' of this party, five were among these new 
appointees.
Of the remaining fourteen members of this faction, 
ten started their political careers under earl 
Robert (and the four other leaders of the group were 
among these men). One started his career under 
Thomas Crawford of Jordanhill and three under Robert 
Lord Boyd. Of these four men, the association of 
two (Herbertson and Lindsay) with this faction is 
doubtful. In short the Lennox men were mostly new to
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the burgh administration and their election not only 
proved divisive on political-religious grounds but 
also because these men had ousted several established 
members of the burgh oligarchy.
2. Thus the dramatic changes effected under Minto saw not 
just the rise to power of the presbyterian group but 
the return of many established leaders of the burgh's 
administration. Of the thirteen men who returned to 
office during Minto's provostship, only Minto himself 
and Archibald Wilson were relative newcomers, having 
joined the council for the first time on the short­
lived body which presided between 7-20 October 1580.
John Anderson had started his career under Thomas 
Crawford and all the rest (to whom may be added Mr 
Henry Gibson) had been prominent under Robert Lord 
Boyd. Thus the status quo was being re-established.
It is further notable that most of these men, perhaps 
reflecting their moderate Protestantism and pragmatic 
espousal of presbyterianism as a means to an end, 
continued in office after 1582-83, whereas four of 
Minto's new men, perhaps the more extreme presbyterians, 
(this certainly applies to Hay and Smeaton) did not.
3. By way of contrast it is possible to detect in the 
Lennox faction a more dramatic split between men who 
were unacceptable after 1582 and never returned to 
office (fourteen of the twenty-seven) and men whose 
moderate Protestantism or social status permitted 
their return either under Montrose in 1583 (four men) 
or Livingstone (eight men). Lastly, for all that 
1582 can be regarded as a watershed, it is notable 
that Minto and his successors retained the services 
of Archibald Hegate, one of the leaders of the Lennox 
group, as common clerk.
The middle party
Allusion has already been made to a third group of men who were 
acceptable to both Lennox and Minto. These were the 'middle party'.
Codes as before.
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Attention may be drawn to Stewart and Wallace who served as 
bailies. Stewart in particular remained a bailie through the 
upheavals of this period, a fact which would suggest that both Lennox 
and Minto sought credibility for their regimes by employing this 
leading member of the oligarchy.
All, bar David Hall, were men whose political careers dated back
to Boyd's time and all, including Hall, would remain in high office for
the remainder of this period. This middle party contained many of the
leaders of burgh government, the 'inner group' which dominated high
29
office. That group, it will be recalled, comprised twenty-four men 
and it is useful at this point to examine these men and their 
allegiances.
L : Lennox faction M : Middle group P : Presbyterian faction
? : Uncertain U : Unknown
Total terms in office possible : 13
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The middle party, which included so many of the leading officials, 
was probably comprised of moderate Protestants who were acceptable to 
all the regimes of the period. It is notable from the foregoing table 
that a large number of the presbyterian faction were, like the men of 
the middle party, members of the 'inner group' (and likewise how few of 
the Lennox men belonged to that group). As has been noted however,30 
the counter coup of October 1582 had two aspects : it saw the rise of 
the presbyterians, but it also witnessed the reconstitution of the burgh 
oligarchy which Lennox had split in 1580. Many of these former 
officials who returned to office in 1582 were moderates within the 
presbyterian pressure group and had much in common with the members of 
the middle party.
After 1582-83 a period of stabilisation may be observed under John 
earl of Montrose, provost in 1583-84, and during Sir William Livingstone 
of Kilsyth's first term of office in 1584-85. The councils were 
comprised of a fairly even balance of men of the middle party (the 
moderate Protestants) together with the less extreme members of the 
former Lennox and presbyterian pressure groups (whose more radical 
members were excluded). At first more of the presbyterian faction 
survived than their Lennox counterparts, partly because many had been 
members of the oligarchy (men whose careers had been established in the 
time of Lord Boyd, if not before) and partly because Montrose and 
Livingstone were agents of Arran's government which at first adopted a 
middle course but which (as it grew more confident) began, in the eyes of 
the radical presbyterians, to resemble the regime of Esme Stuart.
Locally it was intent on re-establishing the Lennox family and 
significantly the second council of Sir William Livingstone saw an 
upsurge of former Lennox men, shortly before Arran's government fell 
in November 1585.
The following table shows the councils of the 1580s in terms of
these suggested factions. Clearly, as the years passed, the issues of
the early 1580s diminished in importance and a further distortion is
caused by the advent of new men whose affiliations can not be
determined. The magistrates in 1586-88 are known but not their council
colleagues. A fuller picture is available in 1588-90 and the figures
would suggest a return to a more balanced position reflecting the more
31
settled nature of local and national politics at this time.
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NOTES
1. See above, P83-i48.
2.- Discussed in Vol.I, P94-96.
3. Discussed in Vol.I, P100-105.
4. Discussed in Vol.I, P58-59.
5. See above, P237.
6. See above, P84-85; also Vol. I, P195-197.
7. See P248-251 and Appendix 2.12 table 15 above, P133-138.
8. BUK, ii, 598-600, 604 and see Vol.I, P109, 112.
9. Much of the following is discussed in Vol.I, P100-112 passim.
10. Attention may be drawn to a verbal attack by John Clerk, one of the displaced
councillors, against John Wise, one of the Lennox faction, on 21 October (the day 
after the purge) : SRA MS C1/1/1 f267v.
11. Spottiswoode, History, ii, 282.
12. See Appendix 1.1 above, P4-5.
13. BUK, ii, 590, 591, 598 and see Vol.I, P109, 112.
14. RPC, iii, 496-497.
15. See Appendix 2.12 tables 8, 9, 17 above, P115-119, 143-145.
16. RPC; iii, 490.
17. SRO MS 008/8/17 f158v.
18. RPC, iii, 496-497.
19. SRA MS CH2/550/1 f13r.
20. See Vol.I, P105-106.
21. See Appendix 2.18 above, P173-180.
22. See above, P237.
23. See Appendix 2.7 above, P64-70 and Appendix 2.12 tables 2,4 and 11 above, P102-104,
106-107 and 123-126.
24. See Appendix 2.9 above, P76-79.
25. Durkan and Kirk, Glasgow University, 409, 416.
26. Calderwood, History, iii, 577.
27. Certainly both were elders when the kirk session records commence in November 1583 : 
SRA MS CH2/550/1 f1v.
28. Durkan and Kirk, Glasgow University, 337.
29. See Vol.I, P58-59.
30. See above, P252.
31. For fuller details of the personnel who continued into the late 1580s see Appendix
2.12 table 12 above, P128-129.
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APPENDIX 3.1
THE DEMISE OF THE HEAD COURTS AND THE SPECIAL COURTS
(i) The Head Courts
As noted in the text, there are strong suggestions during the 
period 1374 to 1586 that the head courts of Yule, Easter and 
Michaelmas were being phased out. By the 1620s it would 
appear that only that of Michaelmas survived.1
The printed records are of no assistance in tracing this 
phenomenon as they usually omit the court headings. Recourse 
must therefore be made to the original records and a thorough 
examination of not just the court headings in the act books of 
the seventeenth century but also the contents of the minutes 
would be required to fully verify the above thesis.
However a survey of the minutes between 1586 and 1622 was 
un d e r t a k e n ,choosing certain years at random and noting the 
descriptions used in the court headings. It should be noted 
that no court minutes survive between April 1586 and October 
-• 1588, July 1590 and October 1594, May 1597 and November 1598, 
October 1601 and June 1605 and from June 1610 to June 1621. 
Despite these gaps and the limited nature of this survey it 
would appear that by the first decade of the seventeenth 
century the head courts of Yule and Easter were no longer 
convened. The last Yule head court traced was that of 
16 January 1599 while the last Easter head court traced was 
minuted ten years earlier in April 1589.
1589
No Yule head court minuted.
Easter head court held on 8 April.2 
Michaelmas head court held on 7 October.3
1595
Yule head court held on 14 January.4 
No Easter head court minuted.
Michaelmas head court held on 14 October.5
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1599
Yule head court held on 16 January.6 
No Easter head court minuted.
Michaelmas head court held on 9 October.7
1600
No Yule head court minuted.
No Easter head court minuted.
Michaelmas head court held on 14 October.8
1606
No head courts minuted.
1607
No Yule head court minuted.
No Easter head court minuted.
Michaelmas head court held on 13 October. 9
1610
No head courts minuted.
•* 1622
No Yule head court minuted.
No Easter head court minuted.
Michaelmas head court held on 4 October.10
(ii) Special Courts
The fates of the Summerhill and Craigmak courts are dealt with 
in the text.11 This discussion is confined to the Whitsun 
court of the perambulations of the marches held at the 
Milndam lands north of Carnlachie burn on the site of the 
present Glasgow Green.12 At this court the outlandmen were 
appointed and the burgh's marches were inspected; the petty 
custom of the bridge, the ladle and the mills were rouped; 
the treasurer, the master of work and the common clerk (and 
sometimes the minstrels) were elected.
The Milndam lands were among those sold off by the burgh 
during 1588-89 so as to raise money to obtain the feu of 
Archibald Lyon's mill on the Kelvin.1-5 On 4 June 1590 the
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magistrates and council decreed that henceforth the Whitsun 
court was to convene on ’the buttis of the Grene' (that is the 
old Glasgow Green, situated north of the Clyde and west of the 
present Stockwell Street) .1Zl This statute also decreed that 
after the perambulations had been effected and the customs had 
been rouped, the provost, bailies and council were to adjourn 
to the tolbooth and there elect the treasurer, master of work, 
common clerk and minstrels. The minute concludes with the 
phrase 'as they [the magistrates and council] wer wont to 
chuse at the Mylndame in tyme bypast', a comment which seems 
to refer to these elections.15 However the evidence of the 
1570s and 1580s suggests that the franchise for these elections 
embraced the burgesses present at the court as well as the 
magistrates and councillors, in which case the statute can be 
regarded as a blatant move to restrict that franchise by
1 fscurtailing the open air proceedings of the court. If this 
is correct then the act of June 1590 can be regarded as the 
first stage in the demise of this court.
It has already been observed that there are several gaps in 
the records between 1590 and 160017 ; as a result only the 
dealings of the Whitsun courts of 1590, 1595, 1596, 1597, 1599 
and 1600 are recorded.18 The court's business remained much 
as before but its role in the election of the clerk had been 
diminished. No election was minuted in 1595. By 1596 the 
clerk, Mr Henry Gibson, had evidently come to some agreement 
with his employers for in that year and again in 1597, 1599 
and 1600 the court merely noted that he 'standis conforme to 
his gift'. It may also be noted that in 1599 and 1600 the 
minutes do not actually refer to the meetings as being courts. 
These irregularities became more pronounced in the first 
decade of the seventeenth century.
In 1601 the full title of the court was restored in the 
minutes (i.e. the Whitsun court of the perambulation of the 
marches). Yet the minute includes none of this court's 
special business and merely records the passage of some 
statutes.19 Indeed the minute of 1600 is the last to record
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a perambulation of the marches and the appointment of 
outlandmen; how the inspections were conducted thereafter, or 
by whom, is unknown.
No minutes survive between 27 October 1601 and 13 June 1603 
and the next Whitsun meeting of which a record survives was
that of 1606.20 The meetings of 1607, 1608, 1609 and 1610
21are also recorded. Those of 1606 and 1608 were not minuted 
as courts while those of 1607, 1609 and 1610 were simply 
styled as 'the Whitsun court' (i.e. omitting the earlier 
reference to the perambulation). Each meeting records the 
election of the treasurer; all bar that of 1610 include the 
election of the master of work; but only that of 1606 mentions 
the election of the clerk. The rouping of the customs was 
minuted each year until 1610.
The minute book which commences on 13 June 1605 ends on
224 June 1610. Like its predecessors it was a court act book 
which included council minutes. However for the first time 
the activities of the council were recorded with formal 
headings ('In the counsalhous convenit', followed by the
0*7
names of the magistrates and each councillor present) and 
these council entries occur more frequently than previously.
In January 1609, as part of what appears to have been a 
reorganisation of the administration.another series of minutes 
was begun devoted entirely to council business, and the first 
minute book in this series closes in August 1613.2Zt The 
surviving court record which ended in June 1610 does not 
recommence until June 1621 while the new council minutes are 
lost between August 1613 and September 1623.25
The loss of the burgh court records after 1610 makes it 
difficult to determine the exact nature of the reorganisation 
as it affected the Whitsun court, but clearly this court 
began to be denuded of its functions which in reality were 
administrative rather than judicial. In 1613, though not 
before, items of its business begin to appear in the council 
minutes. The rouping of the common good, though still effected 
at Whitsun-time, was, by 1613 at least, recorded in the council
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26act book. The clerk was no longer appointed at Whitsun at 
all; in January 1613 John Thomson was admitted clerk by the 
magistrates and council and his appointment appears in the
27council act book. However this council act book contains 
no references to the appointment of treasurers or masters of 
work, which implies that these elections were still effected 
at a court held at Whitsun and recorded in the court act 
books which are now lost.
The surviving records of the burgh court recommence in June
1621 by which time references to the Whitsun court have ceased
altogether. Turning to the council minutes, which pick up
again in September 1623, these show that the treasurer was by
this time elected at Michaelmas-time (not, it must be stressed,
at the head court of the same name) alongside the dean of
guild, deacon convener and visitor to the maltmen and 
28mealmen. No mention was made of the master of work that 
year. However the method of his appointment (which probably 
already lay with the council but may still have been effected 
at Whitsun-time) was regularised by a statute of 23 October 
1624 which stipulated that this post was to be filled at
29Michaelmas along with the other officials mentioned above.
To sum up, the Whitsun court, like the head courts of Yule and 
Easter, fell into disuse. For some reason which is likely to 
remain a mystery, it lost its role as a court of perambulation 
in 1600-1601. Thereafter it was confined to purely 
administrative business and with the reorganisation of the 
administration in 1609-10 these matters began to be recorded 
in the council's acts rather than those of the court. By the 
1620s the Whitsun court seems to have disappeared.
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13. See Vol.I, P355.
14. R. Renwick, Glasgow Memorials, (Glasgow, 1908), 73-74.
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24. SRA MS C1/1/7.
25. The next court volume after SRA MS C1/1/6 (13 June 1605 - 4 June 1610) is
B1/1/1 (5 June 1621 - 1 April 1624). The first council volume is SRA MS C1/1/7
(16 January 1609 - 28 August 1613) and is followed by C1/1/8 (30 September 1623 -
11 December 1630).
26. Glas. Rees., i, 337 (29 May 1613) and SRA MS C1/1/7, not foliated.
27. Ibid., 335 (9 January 1613) and SRA MS C1/1/7, not foliated. Similarly Thomson's
successor, John Hutcheson, appointed in 1625 was elected not at Whitsun but on
2 February: ibid., 344-45 and SRA MS C1/1/8, not foliated.
28. Ibid., 341 (8 October 1623) and SRA MS C1/1/8, not foliated.
29. Ibid., 343 (23 October 1624).
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APPENDIX 3 .2
INQUESTS, 1374-86
Inquests were used from time to time by the burgh court. A total 
of forty-six were recorded between 1574 and 1586 but as the following
1
table demonstrates they were by no means regular in their occurrence.
Number of inquests per year (October - October, unless otherwise 
stated).
January - October 1574 7 1580 2
1574 7 1581 3
1575 5 1582 1
1576 0 1583 0
1577 7 1584 3
1578 1 1585 - April 1586 8
1579 2
Heirship inquests
Almost all of these inquests dealt with the service of heirs to 
burgh property and moveables (forty-one out of forty-six). These 
inquests were probably comprised of men who were neighbours, friends 
or business associates of the family concerned. The presence of 
neighbours can not be verified but it is strongly suggested by the 
following inquest of 9 March 1576 which served Marion Greenhead as heir 
to Matthew Greenhead, her cousin. The Greenheads were almost 
certainly out of town burgesses living in Inchinnan for although this 
was not specified in the minute, nine of the panel came from that 
village.
John King in ferry boat of Inchinnan 
Bernard Peebles, vicar of Inchinnan 
Richard Wilson 'thair'
Matthew Erskine 'thair'
Robert Woddrow 'thair'
Richard Whitehill in Inchinnan 
John Anderson 
John Wilson
Allan Wilson in Inchinnan 
William Wilson 'thair' 
William Moreson 'thair' 
William Cullane, cordiner 
Michael Baird, notary
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Since the presence of neighbours or business colleagues may be 
assumed, the following four examples are particularly interesting as they 
underline the mutuality of interests which bound the members of the 
burgh's oligarchy together. All involved the service of men who were 
prominent burgh politicians and in each case the inquests comprised many 
men who were also active as officials or councillors.
The following are the codes used to identify the offices then held 
by these men. Several men held more than one post but examples have 
been confined to major offices in such cases. If the code is in 
brackets it relates to a post or posts held either previously or 
subsequently. In some instances an individual though never actually an 
office holder was leeted for a post : in such cases the code is in lower 
case.
A Ale taster L
B Bailie M
C Councillor 0
CC Common clerk Om Outlandman
CP Common procurator
Liner PI Plague searcher
Master of work S Stenter
Officer T Treasurer
U University officer
16 November 1574.3 Service of Sir John Stewart of Minto (former
provost) as heir to Mr Adam Stewart, burgess of 
Glasgow, his brother.
George Herbertson C 
John Wilson C (B)
Mr David Wilson 
John Steyne Om 
John Woddrop, merchant PI 
James Fleming C (B, CP) 
Michael Baird (CP)
Matthew Wilson L (C, M) 
George Young C 
James Bowe (t)
William Rowat C 
David Hall Om (C, M) 
Gavin Graham (C, M)
29 May 1576.4 Service of George Elphinstone of Blythswood, burgess 
(sometime bailie and then a councillor) to George 
Elphinstone his father.
David Lindsay, elder C (B) Archibald Lyon C (B)
Mr Adam Wallace C (B) John Graham (B, C)
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Peter Lymburner [(C)]5 
John Wilson C (B) 
Robert Muir L (C)
John Lindsay C 
Thomas Hutcheson 
Robert Lettrick 0
Robert Hamilton 
James Braidwood C 
James Kirkwood 
John Clerk C 
John Stirling of Lettir
24 July 1582. No details of the service were recorded but the margin 
carries the note 'Mynto Stewarde' so that it either 
related to Sir John Stewart, the former provost, or his 
son Matthew Stewart who was then provost.
George Elphinstone (B, C) 
John Graham, elder C 
Mr Adam Wallace C (B) 
Archibald Lyon C (B)
David Hall C (M)
Hector Stewart C (B) 
Robert Adam (C, T) 
George Brownside (cc) 
Thomas Hutcheson
19 November 1585.7 Service of Janet and Margaret Stewart to John 
Stewart, burgess, their father who was son to the 
late Sir John Stewart of Minto. Sir Matthew 
Stewart of Minto (formerly and subseguently provost 
but at that time a councillor) was appointed their 
tutor.
Robert Fleming (t, C) 
Robert Boyd T 
John Lindsay C 
[John McKyny]
John Anderson C, L
William Hegate C (CC) 
Archibald Lyon C (B) 
Colin Campbell C (B) 
James Fleming C (B) 
Hector Stewart C (B) 
David Hall M, L (C)
Special inguests
Of the forty-six inguests recorded between 1574 and 1586 only five were 
not concerned with heirship. Unlike the heirship inguests which were 
comprised of groups of men (neighbours, business associates etc) who had 
knowledge of the details which they were asked to consider, several of 
these special inquests appear to have been working parties appointed to
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investigate certain matters on behalf of the court which would, through 
its magistrates, pronounce its judgment on the basis of the findings 
presented to it by the inquest.
Three of these special inquests seem to demonstrate the difference 
between the assize type of inquest (composed of men who had a priori 
knowledge of the facts, 'party-witnesses' as they were sometimes
o
termed) and the investigative type of inquest (which was not 
acquainted with the facts). On first sight the inquests impanelled on 
23 April 1374 (to deal with a serious disturbance), on 22 February 1573 
(to deal with an assault case) and on 7 December 1585 (to deal with a 
case of forestalling) appear to be of a similar type: but while the first two 
contained several burgh officials and councillors, which suggests an 
investigative assize, the third example quoted included only one 
councillor, which would equally suggest that its members were 'party- 
witnesses' who knew of the facts being discussed and may even have seen 
the offence being committed.
(In the following the codes are as before).
(i) 23 April 1574. Regarding a serious disturbance involving several
Q
people which had occurred on Holy Thursday.
James Boyd, chancellor 
Mr Adam Wallace (B, C)
William Maxwell (PI, 5)
Robert Stewart (B, C)
Andrew Baillie (B, C)
John Fleming, merchant (C)
Robert Muir, merchant (C)
The membership of the council then in office is unknown. However 
many of these men later held posts in the burgh administration, 
including Lymburner who appears to have been an acting councillor 
in 1576-77. 10 Since continuity of membership was a feature of the 
administration it is likely that many of these men held office 
during 1573-74; if so it would appear that they formed an 
investigative inquest ordered to look into the circumstances of
John Arbuckle (L) 
Robert Fleming T 
John Wilson (B, C) 
Nicol Andrew (C)
James Braidwood (C) 
Peter Lymburner [(C)]
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the case, probably because of its serious nature, rather than 
simply a body of 'party witnesses' who had seen the riot take 
place.
(ii) 22 February 1575. Regarding an assault by George Young, baxter, 
on David Landes.11
David Lindsay, elder C (B) 
Ninian Darrocht (C)
Matthew Wilson L (C, M) 
David Hall Om (C, M)
James Mayne 
John Wilson C (B)
Thomas Spang S 
William Rowat C
James Craig A (C) 
John Boyd [(C)] 
Patrick Bogle 
Thomas Robertson 
Alexander Scott 
James Law 
John Scott (C)
Seven of these men then held office and another two later held 
posts. In addition John Boyd appears to have been an acting 
councillor between October 1575 and October 1576.12 The 
accused was then a councillor. He was also a baxter, and 
prossibly their deacon (he is known to have been their deacon in 
January 1574).1^  James Craig and John Scott were also baxters and 
the latter was deacon in July 1583 14 if not before. Possibly the 
case reflected an internal craft dispute which had erupted into 
violence and for that reason an inquest was sworn in. However 
that may be the high proportion of burgh office holders suggests 
an investigative inquest, a court working party, which would be 
formed of men already known to the magistrates.
(iii) 7 December 1585. Regarding the forestalling of the market by 
<1 s
five women.
James Craig (C)
James Hall 
Matthew Turnbull 
Robert Wilson 
John Woddrop (A, PI) 
John Crawford
William Fleming 
Thomas Blackburn 
Donald Struthers C 
William Howie 
Andrew Morrison 
Michael Mouse
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Thomas [Hutcheson] 
John Law
Archibald [Hammill]
Although similar to the above in that the case was of a quasi- 
criminal nature, the almost complete absence of office holders 
shows that this was an assize of 'party-witnesses' who were 
acquainted with the case. The minute confirms that the business 
was put to the 'acknalege' of the inquest.
The clearest example of an investigative inquest is found 
in 1581 when a group of twelve men was ordered to inspect the 
quality of certain onion seed. The minutes are quite specific in 
recounting how the inquest was sent to carry out its investigation 
and subsequently reported back to the court.16 As with the 
inquests of 23 April 1574 and 22 February 1575 cited above which, 
it is suggested, can also be regarded as investigative inquests 
or working parties, the membership of this inquest also shows the 
presence of several councillors (six in all) plus two other men who 
held office at other times and who were therefore of similar rank 
and known to the magistrates. The onion seed had been sown in 
yards belonging to Gavin Graham, Archibald Lyon, George Herbertson, 
William Cunninghame and David Wylie. All were then councillors 
(except Wylie who held the minor post of plague searcher in 1574) 
and Cunninghame was actually a member of the inquest.
1714 December 1581. Regarding the quality of certain onion seed.
William Cunninghame C (B) Robert Muir C
Malcolm Stewart C Simon Murray
Robert Fleming (C, T) James Stewart (C)
Thomas Hutcheson Gavin Clerk
John Stewart of Bowhouse C James Ritchie C
David Hall C John Lourie
The last special inquest was quite different from all the 
other inquests thus far discussed. This was the group appointed 
'to tak inquisitioun of the banneris and suereris' on 9 January 
1582. It was set up in response to instructions received from the
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Privy Council, and 'memberis of the Kirk' were involved in its 
establishment alongside the magistrates and council. Its remit 
was general rather than specific and it probably remained in 
operation for a considerable time. It was far larger than any 
other inquest and the members were divided up into three districts. 
Similar inquests were employed in later years by the kirk session 
with even larger memberships which were deployed in increasingly 
smaller districts. 18
The geographical division of the membership was almost 
certainly based on residence and is reminiscent of the procedure 
followed for the ale tasters and plague searchers. It has been 
argued earlier that those minor posts tended not to be held by 
senior officials and councillors and were recruited from a wider
19
spectrum of burgesses than were those senior men. It may be 
noted that the membership of this inquest seems to follow that 
pattern : of twenty-five men, six were of council rank, ten acted 
at other times as minor burgh officals and nine held no posts in 
the administration during these years.
9 January 1582. Inquest 'to take inquisitioun of the banneris and
. , 20
suerens .
Rottenrow, Drygate and to the Cross : John Robertson (Om, PI)
John Paton, officer 0 
George Kirkland 
James Rankine 
John Fouler (U)
Cuthbert Herbertson (C) 
Richard Todd 0 
John Lourie, cooper (PI) 
William Muir (PI)
Matthew Watson (C)
Gallowgate and Trongate and to the : Robert Muir C
Barrasyet Robert Young (A)
William Anderson, maltman 
Quintin Kay
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For the Briggate :
John Woddrop, elder (A, PI) 
Robert Erskine 
John Lindsay, merchant (C) 
John Young, merchant (Om) 
John Scott C
William Howie 
John Gilmour (C)
John Boyd [(C)]
John [Elwn]
Philian Snype, cooper 
John Barton, cordiner
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NOTES
1. Sources : SRA MS C1/1/1 ff4v, 9v, 11 r, 11v, 18r, 20r, 26r, 32r, 35v, 37r (uniquely the
names of the members of this inquest are not given), 46v, 59r, 67v, 71r, 76v, 94v, 100r,
102v, 109v, 172r, 173v, 189v, 194v, 196r, 204v, 205r, 220r, 259v, 262v, 272r, 273r 
and C1/1/2 ff28r, 29r, 43r, 59r, 164v, 191r, 193r, 203v, 205v, 207v, 215r (bis),
215v, 216r, 217v.
2. SRA MS C1/1/1 f94v.
3. Ibid., f35v.
4. Ibid., f102v.
5. Acting councillor 1576-77 : see Appendix 2.12 table 3, above P105.
6. SRA MS C1/1/2 f43r.
7. Ibid., f203v.
8. Murray, Burgh Organisation, i, 193.
9. SRA MS C1/1/1 f11r. For full details see Glas. Rees., i, 8-9.
10. See Appendix 2.12 table 3, a b o v e  P105.
11. SRA MS C1/1/1 f46v.
12. See Appendix 2.12 table 2, above P103.
13. Glas. Rees., i, 3; see also Appendix 2.25 above, P229-236.
14. Ibid., 101; see also Appendix 2.25 above, P229-236.
15. SRA MS C1/1/2 f205v.
16. Discussed in Vol.I, P173-174.
17. SRA MS C1/1/2 f28r.
18. On the above see Vol.I, P174-175.
19. See Vol.I, P62-63 and above P189, 200-201.
20. SRA MS C1/1/2 f29r.
273
APPENDIX 4 .1
THE ANNUAL STATUTES, 1574-86
Date No. Subjects
1574-75
(6/10/74)
15 Price of ale; price of bread; middens;flesh, tallow, 
fish; price of tallow; price of candle; buying of 
hay, straw, corn; selling of malt; buying of 
barley; blaspheming ; hides and skins; market 
visitors (for meal and corn markets with 
appointees named); ale tasters (appointees 
named); out^of town burgesses; 'ryotus 
bancatyng'.
1575-76
(10/10/75)
14 Four were dropped from 1574-75 : market visitors; 
ale tasters; out of town burgesses; 'ryotus 
bancatyng'. New statutes were added re meal 
marketing, wool crames and a revised version of 
the act re visiting the markets, more general in 
its scope.2
1576-77
(4/10/76)
17 As above plus three new statutes : 
confidentiality of council business; removal of 
officers; cautioners for officers.3
1577-78
(3/10/77)
26 Nine new statutes : herdsmen; pulling of stubble; 
keeping of swine and geese; keeping of sheep; 
location of grass, straw and hay market; 
vegetable and fruit crames; land market; 
visitors of corn market (appointees named); ale 
tasters (appointees named). Also the statute 
on blaspheming now prohibited the holding of 
Sunday markets.4
1578-79
(4/10/78)
24 As above but statutes re visitors to the corn 
market and ale tasters were dropped.-5
1579-1580
(8/10/79)
23 The two statutes re the burgh officers were 
amalgamated into a more general enactment; 
otherwise the same as those of 1578-79.6
1580-81
(20/10/80)
20 Now dropped were the statutes on the buying of 
beer; council confidentiality; the officers; the 
visitation of markets. One new statute 
appeared relating to butter and cheese sellers. 7
1581-82
([31/10/81)
8 Most are missing, there being a gap in the 
minutes. Of those which are recorded three 
were new : waste in the Molendinar; visitors of 
the corn market (nominees not recorded); ale 
tasters (also blank although the inspection 
districts were entered).8
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Date No. Subjects
1582-83
(4/10/82)
20 Largely as 1580-81. Those on herdsmen and 
pulling stubble were combined; the act re waste 
in the Molendinar was repeated from 1581-82 but 
those on visitors to the corn market and ale 
tasters were omitted.9
1583-84
(5/10/83)
21 One new statute appeared re the entry of 
burgesses; otherwise as before.10
1584-85
(10/10/84)
21 A provision regarding stray horses was added to 
the statute re herdsmen and the pulling of 
stubble .11
1585-86
(9/10/85)
[22] Because of the threat of plague a 'blanket' act 
was passed continuing the statutes of 1584-85. 
One new statute re plague was added.12
NOTES
1. SRA MS C1/1/1 f29v. (For full transcription see Glas. Rees., i ,  24-27).
2. Ibid., f75v. (For the new statutes see Glas. Rees., i, 41-42).
3. Ibid., ff115v-116r. (For transcription of the statute regarding the appointment of
cautioners to the officers see Glas. Rees., i, 55; the other two werejDriginally
issued in October 1575 but were not then included in the annual statutes:for 
these earlier versions see ibid., 40-41).
4. Ibid., ff156v-157r. (All the new statutes, save that on ale tasters, are 
transcribed in Glas. Rees., i, 63-64).
5. Ibid., ff208v-209r.
6. Ibid., ff241v-242r. (On the new version of the statute re the officers see
Glas. Rees., i, 76).
7. Ibid., ff266v-267r. (The late passage of these statutes arose from the double
elections of October 1580; they are entered twice in error in Glas. Rees., i, 80, 
82, in both instances omitting the new statute. This act is discussed in Vol. I 
P263).
8. SRA MS C1/1/2 f20r. The gap in the record occurs between f19 and f20. (Only the
first of the new statutes is transcribed in Glas. Rees., i, 90).
9. Ibid., ff49v-50v.
10. Ibid., ff103r-104v. (The new act first appeared in October 1582 but not among the
annual statutes : for this earlier version see Glas. Rees., i, 98).
11. Ibid., ff156v-158r.
12. Ibid., f200v. (Glas. Rees., i, 118).
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APPENDIX 4 .2
THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE ANNUAL STATUTES AND THE OTHER STATUTES,
1574-86
The two groups of statutes, the annual statutes which were issued
each Michaelmas and those passed at other times in the year, were
largely mutually exclusive. However there were some exceptions to this 
rule and these are set out below. As will be seen, some statutes 
passed during the year found their way into the succeeding block of 
annual statutes, while others waited several years and were usually 
amended on inclusion. Furthermore the process could act in the 
opposite direction with an annual statute being dropped, only to 
reappear not as an annual but as an ordinary statute.
Trespassing and damage to crops
At the Summerhill court of 1574 a statute was passed regarding the
protection of corn and grass from wilful damage or from stray horses 
1
or other beasts. In May 1577 another statute was enacted regarding the
o
wilful damage of crops and the subsequent annuals of Michaelmas 1577 
introduced two statutes3 (combined in the annuals of 1582)4 respecting 
the duties of the herdsmen and prohibiting the pulling of 'stibillis 
furtht of ony landis about the toun.' The 1577 annuals also contained 
provisions relating to the keeping of sheep, swine and geese, all with 
the same object in view.5 All were re-enacted annually at least until 
1585.
Banquets etc
The 1574 annuals included a statute forbidding 'ryotus bancatyng' 
at weddings and baptisms. This never appeared again in the annuals 
but in October 1583 an act was passed regulating the cost of 
'brydallis'.6
Council confidentiality
On 10 October 1575 a statute was passed on this subject. Although 
the annuals were passed on the same day, this statute was minuted 
among items relating to the elections and preceded the heading Statuta 
pro presenti anno septuagesimoquinto'.7
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It first appeared verbatim in the annuals in 15768 and was included in 
the annuals each year until 1580 when it was dropped. It did not appear 
thereafter as an annual, but on 10 October 1584 (again on the same day 
as, but prior to, the annuals of that year) a more comprehensive version
g
was issued.
Officers
On 10 October 1575 a statute was passed (under the same
circumstances as outlined above) regarding the removal of officers for
1 n
neglect of their duties. This act,like the one on council 
confidentiality, also appeared verbatim in the 1576 annuals,11 alongside 
another statute stipulating that appointees had to find cautioners for 
their good behaviour while in office.1^  This latter annual had its 
origins in a statute passed on 18 February 1576 13 but in its new form 
was more complex.
Both these statutes were annually renewed at Michaelmas until 1579 
when they were combined in a much briefer statement.14 From 1580 
onwards the annuals omitted any provision relating to the officers 
although the sense of the previous statutes was minuted with the 
appointment of the officers in 1583 and 1584.15
Burgesses
The regulations regarding burgess fines did not find their way 
into the annual statutes. However the enactment regarding their entry 
in the presence of a set number of councillors came to be included 
among the annual enactments. First issued on 8 October 1582,16 four 
days after that year's annuals had been passed, this statute appeared
17in the subsequent year's annuals and each year thereafter.
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NOTES
1. Glas. Rees., i, 17.
2. Ibid., 58.
3. Ibid., 63.
4. SRA MS C1/1/2 f50r.
5. Glas. Rees., i, 63.
6. Ibid., 106.
7. Ibid., 40-41.
8. SRA MS C1/1/1 f116r.
9. Glas. Rees., i, 113.
10. Ibid., 41.
11. SRA MS C1/1/1 f116r.
12. Glas. Rees., i, 55.
13. Ibid., 47.
14. Ibid., 76.
15. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff104v, 158r.
16. Glas. Rees., i, 98.
17. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff104v.
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APPENDIX 4 .3
AUTHORISATION OF STATUTES, 1374-86
Almost all of the statutes were enacted by the magistrates and 
council. However there were exceptions to this general rule.
The following codes are used in the tables:
B : Bailies D : Deacons
C : Council P : Provost
1
Table 1 : Statutes not enacted by the magistrates and council
Date Subject Authorisation
21/ 8/74 Keeping of the Sabbath No authority noted bgt probably 
PBC as one of a series
10/10/73 Officers, removal of As above
24/ 6/76 Burgess fines Proposals made by the community 
at Summerhill
4/10/76 Control of craft deacons [D]
3/ 6/78 Middens in 'hie gait' No authority noted but probably 
PBC as one of a series
29/ 4/80 Salmon fishing No authority noted but possibly 
BC
1/ 5/82 Lepers B
5/ 6/82 Inspection of the commons No authority noted
8/10/82 Burgess entry No authority noted
7/ 7/83 Fair, tumult at BD
21/12/83 Wine, price of No authority noted
10/10/84 Treatment of strangers 
during time of plague
B
20/ 7/85 Access through Greyfriar 
port
No authority noted
..
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Table 2 : Enactments which record the participation of the community
2
in the legislative process
Date Where enacted Subject Authorised by 
the community 
and ...
20/ 6/74 Summerhill Turfs on the commom muirs BC
-do- -do- Protection of corns from 
damage by men or livestock
BC
-do- -do- Burgess entry fines BCD
6/ 7/74 Craigmak Arming of booth holders 
at fair time
BC
21/ 6/76 Blackfriars
Convention
Diminution of common lands 
to cease
PBCD
24/ 6/76 Summerhill Office of calf herd 
instituted
BC
-do- ! -do- Proposals regarding burgess 
fines
—
Table 3 : Enactments which record the participation of the craft 
deacons in the legislative process3
'
Date Subject Authorised by the 
deacons and ...
Remarks
20/ 6/74 Burgess entry fines BC, Community Summerhill
21/ 8/74 Stent for repair of the 
high kirk
PBC
6/10/74 Riotous banqueting BC A unique 
example of 
involvement 
in one of 
the annual 
statutes
21/ 6/76 Diminution of common 
lands to cease
PBC, Community Blackfriars
Convention
4/10/76 Control of craft deacons -
19/11/77 Stent for calsay PBC
-do- Purchase of burial bell 
and appointment of keeper
PBC
10/ 3/78 Civil defence PBC
21/ 3/78 Wapinschawing 
--------------------------------— -------------------------------
PBC
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Date Subject Authorised by the 
deacons and ...
Remarks
22/ 2/79 Measures to redress loss 
of salt
BC
24/ 2/81 Weights and measures BC
1/ 7/81 Abrogation of statute 
astricting inhabitants 
to the town's mills
BC
27/ 2/83 Repair of the high kirk PBC
7/ 7/83 Fair, tumult at B
NOTES
1. Glas. Rees., i, 21, 41, 52, 54, 69, 78, 93(bis), 98, 101, 107, 113, 117 respectively.
2. Ibid., 17(20/6/74), 18(6/7/74), 50-52(21/6/76), 52(24/6/76)
3. Ibid., 17, 20, 27, 50-52, 54, 64(bis), 66, 67, 75, 83, 86-88, 100, 101 respectively.
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APPENDIX 4 .4
PRICES, 1560-1600
In  the ta b le s  which fo llo w  the p r ic e s  se t in  the burgh o f  Glasgow 
and severa l o the r burghs between 1560 and 1600 are compared. The 
in fo rm a tio n  may be summarised as fo llo w s .
( i )  The assessed p r ic e s  fo r  a le , bread, ta llo w  and candles se t each
Michaelmas by the m ag is tra tes  and c o u n c il o f  Glasgow in  15601
2and between 1574 and 1600. I t  may be noted th a t the p r ic e  o f 
candles was i n i t i a l l y  c a lc u la te d  aga ins t the pound weight but 
a f te r  1588 the stone measure was adopted; in  o rder to  f a c i l i t a t e  
comparison the e a r l ie r  p r ic e s  have been ad justed to  the stone 
w e ig h t.
( i i )  The open market p r ic e  o f  ba rle y  in  Glasgow between 1575 and 1580. 
U n like  the above assessed p r ic e s  which ran from October to  
O ctober, these p r ic e s  must be regarded as ope ra tive  w ith in  the 
calendar year. The in fo rm a tio n  is  derived from a case brought
by the co lle g e  aga ins t John Herbertson in  Gallowgate in  May 1581 
fo r  back payment o f  s ix  years ' re n t o f  a b o l l  o f  'b e i r '  per 
annum owed on lands in  Cropnesco.’5
( i i i )  The assessed p r ic e s  o f m a lt, wheat, a le , bread and ta llo w  se t by 
the town co u n c ils  o f Aberdeen, Dundee, Edinburgh, Inverness,
4
K irk c a ld y , Lanark, S e lk irk  and S t i r l in g  between 1560 and 1600.
The fo llo w in g  codes are used:
A Aberdeen I  Inverness St S t i r l in g
D Dundee K K irkca ld y
E Edinburgh L Lanark
G Glasgow S S e lk irk
The Glasgow p r ic e s  appear in  bold in  the f i r s t  ta b le .
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Any an a lys is  which seeks to  compare these f ig u re s  is  frau gh t 
w ith  d i f f i c u l t i e s  p a r t ic u la r ly  because o f  re g io n a l v a r ia t io n s  in  
harvest performance. There was no n a tio n a l market but ra th e r a se rie s  
o f lo c a l economies. Nonetheless in  the ta b le s  which fo llo w  an attem pt
is  made to  id e n t i f y  c e r ta in  tren ds .
Table 2 seeks to  determ ine how increases in  the p ric e s  o f a le  and 
bread in  Glasgow during  the la s t  q u a rte r o f  the s ix te e n th  century 
matched increases in  the costs o f  ba rle y  (o r m a lt) and wheat 
re s p e c t iv e ly .  Because o f the pau c ity  o f  evidence recourse must be had 
not ju s t  to  in fo rm a tio n  from o the r burghs but a lso to  a s t ra ig h t  
comparison o f open market and assessed p r ic e s . This is  o f course h ig h ly  
u n s a tis fa c to ry  but in  the case o f the c a lc u la t io n  in v o lv in g  ba rley  
p r ic e s  se t out below i t  is  not u n l ik e ly  th a t the lo c a l economies o f
Glasgow and S t i r l in g  were q u ite  s im ila r  because o f the p ro x im ity  o f
these burghs to  each o th e r. Furthermore the use o f assessed g ra in  
p r ic e s  probably underestim ates the open market increases in  g ra in  costs 
s ince  assessments would tend to  se t lower ra te s  than the tru e  cos ts , 
p a r t ic u la r ly  du ring  tim es o f s c a rc ity .  Nonetheless these re s u lts ,  
which have been obta ined by using the minimum and maximum fig u re s  
a v a ila b le  and which suggest th a t the co u n c il in  Glasgow s trove  to  
p ro te c t the burgh from the f u l l  e f fe c ts  o f  r is in g  co s ts , must be 
tre a te d  w ith  g rea t ca u tio n .
Table 2. Retail prices and possible wholesale grain costs in Glasgow c .1574-1600
Commodity Increase Grain Increase
Ale (Glasgow assessed 1576 
and 1600) x 2 .6
Barley (Glasgow open market 1576/ 
S tir lin g  assessed 1596) x 4.4
Bread (Glasgow assessed 1575 
and 1600) x 2.9
Wheat (Selkirk assessed 1567 and 
1600) x 4.3
Table 3 seeks to  show how commodity p r ic e  increases in  Glasgow 
compared w ith  increases in  o the r burghs. By comparing on ly the assessed 
p r ic e s  o f  a le , bread and ta llo w  (s ince  candle p r ic e s  were assessed only 
in  Glasgow and S t i r l i n g ) ,  by using the minimum and maximum fig u re s  in  
each pe riod  and by c o n tra s tin g  Glasgow on the one hand w ith  a l l  the o ther
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burghs grouped as one u n it  (so as to  produce a h y p o th e tic a l 'n a t io n a l 
a v e ra g e ') , the fo llo w in g  p a tte rn  o f p r ic e  increases emerges.
Table 3. Assessed p r ic e  inc reases , 1560-1600
Glasgow Other burghs
Ale Bread Tallow Ale Bread Tallow
1560-1574
1574-1600
1560-1600
x 1.5 
x 2.6 
x 4
x 2.3 
x 2.9 
x 5.8
x 2.1 
x 2.75 
x 5.5
x 2.4 
x 3.6 
x 6
x 2.4 
x 3.4 
x 6.8
x 2.75 
x 3.4
A lthough these f ig u re s  are tenuous because o f  the fa c to rs  noted above 
and because they g loss over s h o rt-te rm  p r ic e  re d u c tio n s , they do suggest 
th a t a lthough the p r ic e  o f ta llo w  rose more s teep ly  than elsewhere, the 
burgh o f Glasgow's p r ic e s  fo r  a le  and bread increased a t a ra te  which 
was lower than the suggested 'n a t io n a l ave rage '. In  the case o f ta llo w  
the Glasgow p r ic e s  s ta r t  a t a much lower base f ig u re  (8s per stone in  
1560 compared to  13s in  Edinburgh in  1562), a fa c to r  which exaggerates 
the ra te  o f  increase in  the burgh. Furtherm ore, i f  the adjustm ent from 
30s to  44s per stone which was adopted in  November 1599 is  d iscounted 
(s ince  the cost re tu rned  to  30s a t Michaelmas 1600) the p r ic e  increases 
o f  th is  commodity in  Glasgow between 1560-1600 and 1574-1600 become 
x 3.75 and x 1.875 re s p e c tiv e ly , the la t t e r  cons ide rab ly  lower than the 
suggested 'n a t io n a l ave rage '.
Thus i t  can be argued th a t p r ic e  increases in  Glasgow fa ile d  to  
match e ith e r  the r is in g  costs  o f  lo c a l raw m a te ria ls  (Table 2) or p r ic e  
increases elsewhere (Table 3 ), fa c to rs  which help to  exp la in  the growing 
tens io n  in  the burgh between the merchant-dominated c o u n c il which se t 
the  p r ic e s  and the craftsm en who d e a lt in  the commodities which were 
s u b je c t to  p r ic e  re g u la t io n .
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NOTES
1. John Gibson, whose history of Glasgow was published in 1777,evidently had access to 
a council record predating those which are now extant: see J. Gibson.A History of
Glasgow, (Glasgow, 1777), 82 and Renwick and Lindsay, Glasgow, 395-396.
2. Glas. Rees.,  i ,  25 (1574), 41 (1575), 55 (1576), 63 (Oct. 1577), 64 (Nov. 1577),
72 (1578), 76 (1579), 82 (1580), 98 (1582), 106 (1583), 113 (1584), 118 (1585),
121-122 (Nov. 1588), 137 (May 1589), 146 (1589), 157 (1594), 171-172 (1595),
198 (Oct. 1599), 200 (Nov. 1599), 214 (1600). No details  survive for 1581 because of 
a gap between f19 and f20 of SRA MS C1/1/2 and no records survive for 1586, 1587,
1590, 1591, 1592, 1593, 1596, 1597 and 1598.
3. SRA MS C1/1/1 f281r
4. These details  were kindly supplied by Emeritus Professor S.G.E. Lythe who drew this  
information from Charters and other Writs illu s tra tin g  the History of the Royal Burgh 
of Aberdeen, ed. P.J. Anderson,(Aberdeen, 1890), Charters, Writs and Public Documents 
of the Royal Burgh of Dundee, ed. W. Hay,(Dundee, 1880), Extracts from the Records 
of the Burgh of Edinburgh} (SBRS,1869-1892),Records of Inverness.(New Spalding Club,
1911-1924), Extracts from the Records of the Royal Burgh of Lanark, ed. R. Renwick, 
(Glasgow, 1893), and Charters and other Documents re lating  to the Royal Burgh of 
S tir lin g  AD 1124-1705, ed. R. Renwick,(Glasgow, 1884), together with the orig inal
records of the burghs of Dundee, Kirkcaldy and Selkirk. The conclusions which I  have
drawn from this data are en tire ly  my own.
5. In Glasgow the Michaelmas 1577 prices for ale and bread were adjusted in November:
Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  63-64.
6 . Because of the plague a l l  the Glasgow annual statutes of 1584 were reissued en bloc
in 1585 and thus only the price of ale is known for 1585: Glas. Rees.,  i ,  113, 118.
7. There is no record of prices being set at Michaelmas 1588 in Glasgow. However in 
November prices were set for bread and candles, and the ale price was set in May 1589: 
Glas. Rees.,  i ,  121-122, 137.
8 . On 11 0ctober1595 the Glasgow council, because of delays in the harvest, deferred 
setting the prices; however the price of ale was set ten days la te r: Glas. Rees.,  
i ,  171-172.
9. In November 1599 the Glasgow council adjusted the prices for tallow and candles set 
one month previously: Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  198, 200.
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NOTES
1. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85r-86v.
2. Ib id . ,  ff87r-88r.
3. Ib id . ,  ff113r-114v.
4. Ib id . , ff206r-207r.
5. Ib id . ,  ff210r-211v.
6 . Ib id . ,  ff242v-243v.
7. Although Adam's accounts do not survive, Thomas M ille r 's  accounts of 1583-84 include
a disbursement to Adam of £7 13s 9d 'that he was superexpendit at his thesaurer compt' 
: SRA MS C1/1/2 f150v.
8 . Ib id . ,  ff146r-148r.
9. Ib id . ,  ff148r-149v.
10. Ib id . ,  ff150r-151v.
11. Ib id . ,  ff195v-198r.
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APPENDIX 5 .2
COMMON GOOD INCOME FROM BURGH LANDS, 1573-89
1. The Burgh Rental
1
The e a r l ie s t  re n ta l o f  the burgh to  su rv ive  dates from 1589 and is  
described as
'th e  re n ta l o f  the burgh and c ie t ie  o f  Glasgw o f the 
toun myln and myln lands th a ir o f  and a l l  v th e r dewties 
pertenyng to  th a ir  commoun purs d i e t t i t  to  A rch iba ld  
Flemyng thesaurer to  be tane v:p as e f te r  fo l lo w is  o f f  
the crop and y e ir  o f  god jm vc fo ir e  s c o ir  n yn e .'
Another re n ta l is  e x ta n t from 1590 but is  almost t o t a l ly  i l l e g ib l e . 2 
The fo llo w in g  is  a summary o f  the item s recorded in  the 1589 re n ta l.  
W ith the so le  excep tion  o f the la s t  heading, a l l  o f these revenues were 
being c o lle c te d  du ring  the 1570s and 1580s.
D e s c rip tio n £ s d
' T e rm lie ' 7 11 6
'The Northsyd o f the g a it  te rm lie ' 3 19 6
'The E is tsyd  o f  the toun beyond the g a llo w g a it burne te r m lie ' 19 8 2
'The R e n ta ll o f  the auld p ro p e rt ie  o f  the b r ig ' 1 12 0
'The M a ille s  o f the new rew in fu r th  lands o f ga llow m uir, 
garnegad and v th e r is '
57 0 0
'P a tr ic k  Armours tenement in  S ta b illg re n e  to  St Johnnes 
l i c h t  y e i r l ie  ane pund o f wax'
0 6 8
'The R e n ta ll o f  S ir  Robert Watsons c h a p la in r ie  v iz  
St Andro is prebendrie  . . .  [£20 14s 8d] and Sanct M a ir te in s  
prebendrie  . . .  [£12 13s] e t Trium Puerorum [£9 1s]
42 8 8
'The R e n ta ll o f  certane dew ties o f the New K irk ' 18 9 10
'S i r  P e t ir  Lawis Prebendrie c a l l i t  Nomine Jesu' 10 13 4
'The m a il l  o f  the auld myln la nd ' 14 13 4
'K i l l  s te d d is  and u the r new dewties and a n n u a lls ' 4 6 0
'The new rew in out lands o f mylndame, p e itb og , 
dassiegrene, c ru ik s  o f the mylndame, the lands o f  the 
e is t  & west syde o f the g re in h e id  and ru id s  o f the west 
p o r t '
3 15 8
T o ta l 184 4 8
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This includes a payment entered separately in the charge of £20 by the collector 
JohnSteyne of monies collected in the previous year both from the special stent 
levied for the upkeep of the high k irk  and rents from the newly alienated common 
lands .. In fact the £55 10s credited in 1574-75 was not actually received.
In the 1584-85 accounts th is  was described as the common annuals plus the 'new sett 
k i l l  stedis' though in the 1589 rental these la tte r  properties were valued at only 
£4 6s Od.
This included s ir  Peter Law's chaplainry and evidently also included the hew k irk  
annuals.
3. Gross and n e tt  income from burgh lands, 1573-85
The fo llo w in g  ta b le  shows the gross income obta ined from land ren ts  
between Whitsun 1573 and Whitsun 1585 and a lso  g ives th is  as a 
percentage o f the t o ta l  revenue charged to  the common good each year 
(exc lud ing  balances brought forward from previous tre a s u re rs ) . On 
average, land re n ts  accounted fo r  26% o f  the revenue charged to  the 
common good du ring  th is  p e rio d .
The ta b le  a lso  se ts  out the n e tt income accru ing from land ren ts  
once account has been taken o f non-payment o f  annuals from c e r ta in  
p ro p e r t ie s . These sums which were w r it te n  o f f  ra re ly  exceeded £12 in  
t o ta l  and more u s u a lly  amounted to  on ly  about £3. The excep tion  
occurred in  1574-75 when adjustments peaked a t £57. In  th a t year the 
annuals from re c e n tly  a lie n a te d  waste lands, £55 10s Od, were charged 
to  the common good account but they were not a c tu a lly  c o lle c te d . In
the fo llo w in g  year, 1575-76, these monies were taken up and in  
a d d it io n  £20 was charged to  the account, th is  being fo r  annuals from 
these lands which had been c o lle c te d  du ring  the prev ious year p lus  the 
res idue  o f the k ir k  s te n t au thorised  in  August 1574.6 This exp la ins  
the hicjh f ig u re  fo r  the gross income recorded th a t year; the gross 
income fo r  1576-77 was more re p re s e n ta tiv e  o f re a l tre n d s .
S e tt in g  aside ad justm ents, the income obta ined each year was 
fu r th e r  d im in ished because o f repayments due on the c h a p la in r ie s  which 
brought money to  the common good. In  the 1573-74 account earmarked 
outgo ings o f  th is  type inc luded  a payment to  s i r  W illia m  S tru th e rs  fo r  
h is  ch a p la in ry  o f  St Roche, £5, and a payment to  the u n iv e rs ity  o f the 
th ir d s  o f th a t c h a p la in ry , £13 6s 8d. These payments were not 
repeated in  subsequent years. In  1574-75 income was rece ived from 
th is  ch a p la in ry  but subsequently d ischarged in  f u l l . 7 Throughout the 
1570s the burgh paid £26 to  s i r  Robert Watson fo r  the tack o f h is  
c h a p la in ry  and a lso  the th ir d s  due from i t  to  the u n iv e rs ity ,
£6 13s 4d, u n t i l  1578-79. The payments fo r  the tack became in  the 
1580s an annual disbursement o f  £20 to  Alexander Graham fo r  h is  
support a t the bu rgh 's  schoo l, though by th is  tim e an a d d it io n a l 
ou tgo ing was the annual payment o f  £8 due to  Thomas Craig fo r  h is  tack 
to  the burgh o f  the prebend o f Nomine Jesu, fo rm e rly  possessed by
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g
s i r  Peter Law. The ta b le  shows these outgoings which were in  e f fe c t  
earmarked aga ins t income from lands. Once these and the adjustm ents 
are taken in to  account, the residue represen ts  the re a l free  income 
obta ined from land re n ts .
The gradual augmentation o f income from land re n ts  may be 
summarised thus : in  1573-74 the common annuals and former church
p ro p e rt ie s  provided £137 19s 5d gross; by 1576-77 the annuals from 
the newly a lie n a te d  waste lands had caused th is  f ig u re  to  r is e  to  
£161 11s Od; in  the 1580s income from s i r  Peter Law's prebend and the 
a lie n a te d  ' k i l l  s te d is ' had fu r th e r  increased the gross income from 
land re n ts  to  £188 14s 4d. However the f ig u re s  in  the ta b le  
demonstrate th a t the fre e  income a v a ila b le  from land re n ts  was 
cons ide rab ly  le ss  than the gross income rece ived by the tre a s u re rs  
because o f  the adjustm ents and repayments discussed above.
296
TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD(D T— o O CM O CM O O a 00EOo CO CO CO CO CO (0 CO CO CO COc *— m NO I''- m O m CM On•H r~ r— T—
a> m m NO m m m NO CM m oo(U CXD CM CM CM tn <r <r <rM
U. OS as OS os PS as as as as as
co o
<u coD <uTD -H TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD(-1 O <r <r CD o o oto c-P *H CO CO CO CO CO CO CO 10 CO 10C CD O m m m m m o o CD oCD i—1e  a.>, CO T-- on CM CM CM CM CO CD 00 CDCO JZ m m m m m m CM CM CM CMCL O as as OS PS PS as as as as as
TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD
(D -=t NO CM NO o O o CDe  -*oo (0 (O CO (0 (0 CO CO CO CO COc NO ON o r- o o m CM ON•H r_ <—
-P m On CD CD CD o m NO4-> m m m m in NO r-^CDz OS as os PS as as as as as as
o
CO-p TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TDc <t <r CD <r CO o o coCDE CO (0 (0 10 CO CO CO CO CO CO-P CD ON <r <— *— CMCO T— r_ <—Z3•<—) m NO m m tn m in m CMTD mcC as OS as as as as as as as as
CDCTPCOJZP- CDO i—1
S? CO-p CO O <T NO o m m NO i"' NO m oo<=C -P CM CM tn CM CM CM CM CM CM CM
r—
ON t—
CD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TD TDE m CD o o o o o o CM 00O r— T— T— *—oc CO CO CO CO 10 CO CO CO CO CO CO•H ON m <r T— t— *— r-'- I"' I-" ONr_ T— T— r_COCO 1"- CM CM r- r- T- m in 00 00 Oo tn ON CD NO NO NO ("• n- CD 00[_l
CD as as C*S c*s as as as as as as as
1-i
CO-p
c
m NO co ON CM tn m CU
r-- t-* n- r- 00 oo 00 00 p
CD
i
m
i<T m NO r«- oo J- CM tn <r ON-M t'- t-" r^ - 00 oo 00 oo oo
CO in m in in in in m m m m mO T— x * x T~ T— T
297
NOTES
1. SRA MS C1/1/3 ff69r-73r.
2. Ibid., ff180r-183r.
3. References are respectively SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85r, 87r, 113r, 206r, 210r, 242v and
C1/1/2 ff146r, 148r, 150r, 195v. For 1589 rental see C1/1/3 ff69r-73r.
4. See Appendix 5.5, below P313-315.
5. SRA MS Cl/1/I ff87r, 88r.
6. Ibid., f113r; see Vol. I ,  P354.
7. Ibid., ff85r, 86r, 87r, 88r.
8. See Vol. I, P351-353.
9. As note 3 above.
10. References for adjustments and payments due on chaplainries are SRA MS C1/1/1 f86r,v 
(1573-74); f88r (1574-75); f114r, v ( 1575-76); f207r (1576-77); f211v (1577-78);
f243r, v (1578-79); C1/1/2 ff 146r-147v, 196r (1581-82); ff148v, 149r, 197r (1582-83); 
ff151v, 197v (1583-84); ff196r-198r (1584-85).
11. The total in the 1589 rental (SRA MS C1/1/3 ff69r-73r) was £184 4s 8d. However this
included annuals of £3 15s 8d from lands at Mylndam, Peitbog, Greenhead etc. which
were not alienated until January 1589. See Glas. Rees., i, 126 and Vol. I, P355.
298
APPENDIX 5 .3
COMMON GOOD INCOME FROM BURGESS ADMISSIONS, 1573-85
1. Admission ra te s , 1574-1600
The ta b le  which fo llo w s  se ts  out the admission ra te s  ope ra ting  in  
the main pe riod  under co n s id e ra tio n , 1574-86, and trace s  the subsequent 
a l te ra t io n s  made to  these ra te s  up u n t i l  the end o f  the s ix te e n th  
c e n tu ry .
A number o f fea tu re s  re q u ire  comment. The major change a f fe c t in g  
burgess admission f in e s  du ring  the 1570s and 1580s was the ac t o f  May 
1577 whereby the m ag is tra tes  and co u n c il 'haveand e ie  to  the burges 
barnes . . .  and to  schaw thame fauour anen tis  th a ir  fynes q u h ilk is  in  
tyme b ip a s t wes e q u a ll w ith t  the s tra n g e r is ' in troduced  ra te s  which 
were cons ide rab ly  h igher fo r  s trangers  than fo r  lo c a ls .  Assuming no 
le g is la t io n  regard ing  burgess f in e s  was passed between A p r i l  1586 and 
October 1588 (the  pe riod  fo r  which no m inutes s u rv iv e ) the next acts
re la t in g  to  th is  sub jec t were issued in  January 1589 and February
21590. The a lte ra t io n s  to  f in e s  e ffe c te d  by these acts  were id e n t ic a l 
so in  .a ll p ro b a b il i ty  the s ta tu te  o f January 1589 was a temporary 
measure, r a t i f i e d  by the la te r  a c t. More im p o rta n tly  these ra te s  were 
in  p a r t lower than those in troduced  in  1577. The reason given fo r  
t h e ir  im plem entation was the 'awanceing o f s i lv e r  in  the tounes 
e f fa ir e s ' and a des ire  to  dispense 'w ith  ane e x tre m ite  o f t h a ir  o ld  
burgess is  sones and they th a t mareis burgess is  d o c h te r is '.3 Thus i t  
is  probable th a t the economic d i f f i c u l t i e s  o f the la te  1580s had reduced 
the number o f admissions (and thus the revenue accru ing  to  the common 
good) a s itu a t io n  which these s ta tu te s  were in tended to  remedy.
S trangers presumably continued to  pay more than lo c a ls  but th is  changed 
w ith  the ra te s  adopted in  1599, (the  year in  which burgess admission 
f in e s  were f i r s t  se t to  a tacksm an).4 The new ra te s  show th a t the 
a d m in is tra tio n  was anxious to  maximise income from burgess f in e s :  by
th is  date i t  was presumably f e l t  th a t lo c a ls ,  from whom demand could 
be guaranteed, would be capable o f paying £26 13s 4d to  become 
burgesses; e q u a lly , by not ra is in g  the ra te  fo r  s trangers , continued 
in te r e s t ,  and th e re fo re  income, could be assured from th a t q u a rte r .
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The monies obta ined from burgess f in e s  were c re d ite d  to  the common 
good. The on ly  exceptions were the nominal admission f in e s  paid by 
burgess h e irs  which were taken up not by the tre a s u re r but by a 
s p e c ia l c o l le c to r .  The uses to  which these monies were put are not 
known.5
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2. Income from burgess adm ission, 1573-85
The fo llo w in g  ta b le  sets out the gross income obta ined from burgess
fin e s  between Whitsun 1573 and Whitsun 1585 and a lso  shows th is  as a
percentage o f the t o ta l  revenue charged to  the common good each year
16(exc lud ing  balances brought forward from previous tre a s u re rs ) . On 
average burgess admission f in e s  provided 20% o f the gross common good 
du ring  these years. I t  may a lso  be noted th a t when in  1599 admission 
f in e s  were farmed out th is  resource was se t a t 260 merks or £173 6s 8d, 
a sum which was not g re a t ly  in  excess o f those sums c re d ite d  to  the 
common good in  the 1570s and 1580s from th is  so u rc e .17
Some burgess f in e s  charged to  the common good were o cca s io n a lly
waived in  whole or in  p a rt and these comprise the adjustm ents noted in
the ta b le .  U sua lly  q u ite  sm a ll, in  1584-85 they comprised 50% o f the
18t o ta l  monies from admissions which should have been ob ta ined . By 
deducting these admission f in e s  which were w r it te n  o f f ,  the a c tu a l 
annual n e tt  income is  ob ta ined.
l
Date
■*'
19Gross income As % o f 
t o ta l  charge
20Adjustments N ett income
1573-74 £123 17s Od 22 - £123 17s Od
1574-75 £142 16s Od 20 £ 8 6s 8d £134 9s 4d
1575-76 £173 8s Od 28 £ 8 6s 8d £165 1s 4d
1576-77 £183 12s Od 25 £10 4s Od £173 8s Od
1577-78 £151 6s 8d 24 £10 12s 4d £140 14s 4d
1578-79 £167 2s 8d 27 £ 2 10s Od £164 12s 8d
1581-82 £ 43 6s 8d 7 - £ 43 6s 8d
1582-83 £ 97 6s 8d 15 £ 1 14s Od £ 95 12s 8d
1583-84 £ 90 0s Od 13 - £ 90 0s Od
1584-85 £139 13s 4d 21 £70 0s Od £ 69 13s 4d
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3. Burgess adm issions, 1573-86
The ta b le  which fo llo w s  shows a l l  burgess admissions between 1373 
21and 1586 and notes the p ro p o rtio n  which produced income fo r  the common 
good and the number which d id  no t, e ith e r  because the f in e s  received 
were d iv e rte d  elsewhere or because the re c ip ie n ts  were burgess h e irs  or 
were adm itted g r a t is .  The f ig u re s  are based on the f in a n c ia l year which 
ran from Whitsun to  Whitsun but the data conta ined in  the accounts has 
been supplemented by using the m inutes which recorded the adm issions: 
hence the f ig u re s  fo r  1579-80 and 1580-81, the years fo r  which no 
accounts s u rv iv e . The in fo rm a tio n  fo r  1573-74 and 1585-86 is  incom plete 
s ince  the a v a ila b le  m inutes span the pe riod  from January 1574 to  A p r i l  
1586. However in  the case o f 1573-74 i t  is  known th a t e ighteen fin e s  
were c re d ite d  to  the common good. A l l  o the r f ig u re s  fo r  th a t year and 
fo r  1585-86 are known minima. With respect to  burgess h e irs  g ra t is ,  
a lthough severa l e n tr ie s  fo r  burgesses g ra t is  re fe r  to  the re c ip ie n t  
being the son o f X, burgess, on ly  in d iv id u a ls  s p e c i f ic a l ly  s ty le d  
burgess h e irs  g ra t is  have been inc luded  in  th is  column.
I t  is  worth n o tin g  th a t A rch iba ld  Hegate, c le rk  from 1581 onwards,
evolved a system regard ing  admissions which is  a t f i r s t  con fus ing . In
22the margin o f h is  act book he wrote aga ins t burgess e n tr ie s  e ith e r  
'bu rgess ' or 'burgess g r a t is ' ,  as h is  predecessor Mr Henry Gibson had 
done. However he used the la t t e r  even when a f in e  was le v ie d  but then 
d iv e rte d  fo r  some s p e c if ic  purpose. Presumably in  th is  way he was able 
more e a s ily  to  compile the l i s t  o f  e n try  f in e s  which were to  be inc luded 
in  the accounts o f  the common good.
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Date Total
admissions
To
common good
Diverted Burgess
heirs
Burgesses
gratis
Burgess 
heirs gratis
1573-74 (32) 18 (4) (4) (6 )
[56%] [12.5%] [12.5%] [19%]
1574-75 49 14 6 18 11
[29%] [ 12%] [37%] [22%]
1575-76 47 17 1 8 19 2i—
i
asVOKV [ 2%] [17%] [40%] [5%]
1576-77 41 18 3 5 14 1
[44%] [ 7%] [ 12%] [34%] [3%]
1577-78 34 15 5 10 4
[44%] [15%] [29%] [ 12%]
1578-79 44 19 6 4 14 1
[43%] [14%] [ 9%] [32%] [2%]
1579-80 31 [ 10 ] 6 5 10
[32%] [20%] [16%] [32%]
1580-81 39 [17] 9 7 6
[44%] i—
i
N> U4 a* ■ _i [18%] [15%]
1581-82 33 5 5 5 18
[15%] [15%] [15%] [55%]
1582-83 43 12 12 5 14
[28%] [28%] [ 12%] [32%]
1583-84 49 13 9 10 17
[27%] [18%] [ 20%] [35%]
1584-85 68 20 16 7 25
[29%] [24%] [ 10%] [37%]
1585-86 (24) 4 8 3 9
[17%] i—
i
UJ V>l a? i_i [13%] [37%]
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4. Burgess g ra t is  admissions
The ta b le  which fo llo w s  shows the p a tte rn  o f g ra t is  adm issions,
which are se t out in  ta b le  3 above accord ing co the f in a n c ia l year
(Whitsun to  Whitsun), ad justed in  terms o f  the p rovostsh ips which ran
from Michaelmas to  Michaelmas. An a d d it io n a l column provides an average
annual f ig u re  fo r  those p rovosts who served fo r  more than one term .
I t  should be noted th a t S ir  Matthew Stewart o f  M in to 's  f i r s t  year as
provost has been coupled w ith  Esme e a r l o f  Lennox's period  as provost
because in  1381-82 Lennox was s t i l l  a po ten t fo rce  in  p o l i t ic s ,  both
n a t io n a lly  and lo c a l ly ,  and a t th a t tim e M into was h is  p ro tege. M in to 's
second term co inc ided  w ith  the period  when the coun try  was governed by
the Ruthven lo rd s  and Glasgow was c o n tro lle d  by a p re sb y te ria n  p a rty
23to  which M into had tra n s fe rre d  h is  a lle g ia n c e .
The admission o f burgess h e irs  g ra t is  represented on ly  a very sm all
lo ss  o f revenue fo r  the common good, and thus these f ig u re s  (see ta b le  3)
have been excluded. The o the r g ra t is  admissions d id  however add up to  a
s ize ab le  amount o f  lo s t  income and attem pts were made in  May 1577 and
October 1582 to  c o n tro l the p rovos ts ' gene ros ity  w ith  the burgh 's
patronage. As can be seen from the ta b le  the former act had some
i n i t i a l  success but the la t t e r  would appear to  have had no e f fe c t  
24whatsoever.
The data fo r  the years 1573-74 and 1585-86 are incom plete because 
o f  the nature o f  the s u rv iv in g  evidence (see in tro d u c tio n  to  ta b le  3 ).
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Provostships, Michaelmas-Michaelmas
Financial year 
Whitsun-Whitsun
Provost No. of gratis  
admissions
Average 
per annum
1573-74 ( 6 )* Robert Lord Boyd ( 12 )* 13
1574-75 11 -do- 14 13
1575-76 19 -do- 13 13
1576-77 14 -do- 11 13
1577-78 4 Thomas Crawford of Jordanhill 7 7
1578-79 14 Robert earl of Lennox 16 11
1579-80 10 -do- 7 11
1580-81 6 Esme earl of Lennox 6 12
1581-82 18 Matthew Stewart of Minto 18 12
1582-83 14 Sir Matthew Stewart of Minto 17 17
1583-84 17 John earl of Montrose 22 22
1584-85 25 Sir William Livingstone of Kilsyth 19 ( 12 )*
1585-86 ( 9 )* -do- ( 5 )* ( 12 ) *
*Years for which dataare incomplete.
NOTES
1. Glas. Rees. , i , 59.
2. Ib id . ,  127,150.
3. Ib id . ,  150.
4. Ib id . ,  198.
5. See Appendix 2.17, above P170-172.
6 . Although no statutes save that of October 1599 (Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  198) record the fine  
paid by burgess heirs, a few admissions indicate that i t  was set at a h a lf merk (6s 8d)
plus 4s for sealing the burgess c e rt if ic a te , a to ta l of 10s 8d (SRA MS C1/1/1 f159r;
C1/1/2 f75v). In 1584 the sum rose from 10s 8d to 11s 4d (e.g . SRA C1/1/2 f129v) and 
i t  has been assumed that this comprised 7s 6d fine plus 4s for the sealing of the 
c e rt if ic a te . Whether the £1 referred to in the statute of October 1599 included
sealing dr not is  not known. See also n.15 below.
7. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 5r, 210r.
8 . Glas. Rees.,  i ,  17.
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9. Ib id . , 52. These rates were not however implemented: see Vol I, P358.
10. Glas. Rees. ,  i .  59.
11. See n .6  above.
12. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  127.
13. Ib id . , 150.
14. Ib id ., 193.
15. Ib id . , 198. In addition each burgess was to pay 5s to the poor, except burgess heirs 
who were obliged to give 6s 8d to the poor.
16. See Appendix 5.5, below P313-315.
17. Ib id . ,  198.
18. See Vol. I ,  P363.
19. References are respectively SRA MS C1/1/1 ff8 5 r,8 7 r, 113r, 206r, 210r, 242v; C1/1/2ff146r, 
148r, 150r, 195v.
20. References are respectively SRA MS C1/1/1 f 88r (1574-75); f114v (1575-76); f207r (1576- 
77); f211v (1577-78); f243v (1578-79); C1/1/2 f197r (1582-83); f197v (1584-85).
21. The burgess admissions between 1573 and 1586 are printed in The Burgess and Guild 
Brethren of Glasgow, 1573-1750, ed. J.R. Anderson, (SRS, 1925). This is , however, 
s lig h tly  incomplete and needs to be used in conjunction with the two act books which 
cover th is  period, SRA MS C1/1/1 and C1/1/2.
22. SRAr'MS 01/1/2 passim.
23. See Vol. I ,  P106-113.
24. Glas. Rees. ,  i ,  59, 98.
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APPENDIX 5 .4
COMMON GOOD INCOME FROM THE PETTY CUSTOMS, 1573-86
1
Table 1 shows the sum fo r  which each p e tty  custom was farmed, the
2gross income c re d ite d  to  the common good from these customs and the 
n e tt  income once allowance has been made fo r  c e r ta in  adjustm ents which 
m ain ly took the form o f rebates issued to  the farmers ( in  the case o f 
the m i l l  these fre q u e n tly  being sums compensating the tacksmen fo r  
t h e ir  expenditure  on the fa b r ic  and equipment o f the m i l ls ) .
The farm p r ic e s  fo r  the customs o f the bridge and the la d le  fo r  
1573-74 are not known since these were se t a t Whitsun 1573 p r io r  to  the 
commencement o f  the s u rv iv in g  m inutes in  January 1574. A farm p r ic e  
fo r  the m i l l  was not recorded u n t i l  December 1576. This custom had been 
farmed to  James Anderson in  1569 fo r  n ine years a t a le v e l which is  
not d isc losed  by the records, though i t  would appear from the sums 
c re d ite d  to  the accounts from th is  custom between 1573 and 1576 th a t i t  
had been se t a t £108 13s 4d per annum. The apparent d iscrepancy 
between the farm p r ic e  recorded in  December 1576 o f £76 13s 4d and the 
sum o f £130 13s 4d subsequently c re d ite d  to  the common good accounts o f 
1576-77 may be noted. However the balance o f £54 was c le a r ly  the sum 
c o lle c te d  by James Anderson du ring  the s ix  month pe riod  p r io r  to  
December 1576, th a t is  50?o o f the o ld  farm o f  £108 13s 4d. Anderson 
was dism issed in  la te  November 1576 and the b id  o f £76 13s 4d made fo r  
th is  custom by h is  successor, P a tr ic k  Gray, fo r  the rem aining s ix  
months o f  th a t f in a n c ia l year c le a r ly  r e f le c ts  the expe c ta tio n  (which 
was not to  be f u l f i l l e d )  th a t the th ir la g e  le g is la t io n  which had been 
promulgated in  November 1576 would produce increased re tu rn s  fo r  the 
a d m in is tra tio n  and the farm ers a l ik e ."5 A re a l d iscrepancy occurred in  
1578-79 when the b ridge  custom produced £3 6s 8d more than i t s  farm 
p r ic e .  How th is  came about is  not c le a r ,  though i t  may be noted th a t 
the crown gran t o f  the b ridge  custom had s t ip u la te d  th a t any 'su p e rp lu s ' 
was to  be used fo r  the common 'e f f a i r i s '  o f  the bu rgh .4 Thus, a lthough 
i t  was accepted th a t the farm ers made a personal p r o f i t  from the customs, 
1578-79 may have been a p a r t ic u la r ly  lu c ra t iv e  year; i f  so i t  is  
poss ib le  th a t the a u th o r it ie s  decided th a t p a rt o f  the excess should be 
passed to  the common good. W ith the excep tion  o f  th is  example, farm
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p ric e s  and the sums c re d ite d  to  the common good matched throughout the 
pe riod  being discussed.
The la s t  p o in t to  be noted regard ing  ta b le  1 is  th a t the farms o f 
the la d le  and m i l l  were combined in  1584-85, the le v e l o f the combined 
farm being se t a t £300. The next year they were tre a te d  se p a ra te ly , but 
i f  they are combined produce a f ig u re  o f  £306, w ith  a r a t io  o f  2:1 in  
favour o f  the la d le .  I t  has been assumed fo r  th is  ta b le  th a t a s im ila r  
r a t io  operated in  1584-85.
Table 2 shows the gross income obta ined from the p e tty  customs 
expressed as a percentage o f the t o ta l  revenues c re d ite d  to  the common 
good (exc lud ing  balances brought forw ard from previous t re a s u re rs ) .5 
On average the custom o f the bridge  produced Q%, the la d le  2G% and the 
m i l l  17% o f  the common good; c o l le c t iv e ly  they accounted fo r  51?o o f  the 
bu rgh 's  revenue between 1573 and 1585.
Table 1. The P e tty  Customs: gross and n e tt  income
( i )  The b ridge custom
Date Farm p ric e Gross income Adjustments Nett
,
income
1573-74 - £68 13s 4d - £68 13s 4d
1574-75 £53 6s 8d £53 6s 8d - £53 6s 8d
1575-76 £40 0s Od £40 0s Od £10 0s Od6 £30 0s Od
1576-77 £54 13s 4d £54 13s 4d - £54 13s 4d
1577-78 £46 13s 4d £46 13s 4d - £46 13s 4d
1578-79 £46 13s 4d £50 0s Od £ 8 6s 8d7 £41 13s 4d
1579-80 £33 6s 8d - - [£33 6s 8d]
1580-81 £44 0s Od - - [£44 0s Od]
1581-82 £47 0s Od £47 0s Od - £47 0s Od
1582-83 £53 6s 8d £53 6s 8d £ 0 6s 8d8 £53 0s Od
1583-84 £53 6s 8d £53 6s 8d - £53 6s 8d
1584-85 £53 6s 8d £53 6s 8d - £53 6s 8d
1585-86 £50 0s Od - - [£50 0s Od]
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( i i )  The la d le  custom
Date Farm p ric e Gross income Adjustments Nett income
1373-74 £130 Os Od £10 Os Od9 £120 Os Od
1374-75 £120 Os Od £120 Os Od £10 Os Od10 £110 Os Od
1575-76 £113 6s 8d £113 6s 8d - £113 6s 8d
1576-77 £186 13s 4d £186 13s 4d - £186 13s 4d
1577-78 £120 Os Od £120 Os Od - £120 Os Od
1578-79 £123 6s 8d £123 6s 8d - £123 6s 8d
1579-80 £160 Os Od - [£160 Os Od]
1580-81 £193 6s 8d - [£193 6s 8d ]
1581-82 £256 13s 4d £256 13s 4d - £256 13s 4d
1582-83 £240 Os Od £240 Os Od £ 1 6s 8d11 £238 13s 4d
1583-84 £246 13s 4d £246 13s 4d - £246 13s 4d
1584-85 [c£200: 
la d le  & m i l l  
se t a t £300]
[c£200: 
la d le  & m i l l  
produce £300]
— [c£200]
1585-86 £206 13s 4d - [£206 13s 4d]
( i i i )  The m i l l  custom
Date Farm p ric e Gross income Adjustments N ett income
1573-74 £108 13s 4d £21 Os Od12 £ 87 13s 4d
1574-75 £108 13s 4d - £108 13s 4d
1575-76 £108 13s 4d - £108 13s 4d
1576-77 £ 76 13s 4d 
(1 /1 2 /7 6 -
(28 /5 /77 )
£130 13s 4d £10 Os Od13 £120 13s 4d
1577-78 £106 13s 4d £106 13s 4d £11 6s 8dU £ 95 6s 8d
1578-79 £106 13s 4d £106 13s 4d £ 8 Os Od15 £ 98 13s 4d
1579-80 £106 13s 4d - - [£106 13s 4d]
1580-81 £120 Os Od - - [£120 Os Od]
1581-82 £120 Os Od £120 Os Od £45 3s 4d16 £ 74 16s 8d
1582-83 £100 Os Od £100 Os Od £11 3s 5d17 £ 88 16s 7d
1583-84 £133 6s 8d £133 6s 8d £23 Os Od18 £120 6s 8d
1584-85 [c£100: 
la d le  & m i l l  
se t a t £300]
[c£100: 
la d le  & m i l l  
se t a t £300]
“ [c£100]
1585-86 £100 Os Od - - [£100]
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Table 2. Gross income from p e tty  customs as a percentage o f  t o ta l
burgh revenue
Date Bridge Ladle ! M i l l A l l  customs
1373-74 12% 23% 19% 54%
1374-75 7% 16% 15% 38%
1575-76 £0/O/o 18% 18% 42%
1576-77 0  0/ O/o 26% 18% 52%
1577-78 7 0 // /O 19% 17% 43%
1578-79 Q 0/O/o 20% 18% 46%
1579-80 - - - -
1580-81 - - - -
1581-82 7 0  // /O 40% 19% 66%
1582-83 00/O/o 36% 15% 59%
1583-84 QO/0/0 35% 19% 62%
1584-85 00/O/o [30%] [15%] 53%
NOTES
1. Sources for the farm prices of the bridge custom are SRA MS C1/1/1 ff15r (1574),
60v (1575), 103v (1576), 140r (1577), 191r (1578), 234r (1579), 257v (1580) and 
C1/1/2 ff2v (1581), 38v (1582), 77v (1583), 136v (1584), 186v (1585). Sources for the 
farm prices of the ladle custom are the same save for 1582 which is C1/1/2 f38r. 
Sources for the farm prices of the mill custom are the same as for the bridge custom 
save for the price set in December 1576 (C1/1/1 f121r). See also Appendix 2.6 passim, 
above P48-63.
2. Sources are respectively SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85r, 87r, 113, 206r, 210r, 242v and C1/1/2 
ff146r, 148r, 150r, 195v.
3. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff121r, 206r. See Vol. I, P371-372, 374-375.
4. SRA MS C1/1/1 ff191r, 242v. See Vol. I, P369.
5. See Appendix 5.5, below P313-315.
6. SRA MS C1/1/1 f211v.
7. Ibid., f243v.
8. SRA MS C1/1/2 f149v.
9. SRA MS C1/1/1 f86r.
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10. Ib id . ,  f88r.
11. SRA MS C1/1/2 f149v.
12. SRA MS C1/1/1 f85v.
13. Ib id . , f207r.
14. Ib id . , f211v.
15. Ib id . ,  f243v.
16. SRA MS C1/1/2 ff146v, 147v.
17. Ib id . , f149v.
18. Ib id . , f151r.
312
APPENDIX 5.5
THE COMMON GOOD: THE TOTAL CHARGE, 1573-85
Table 1 sets  out the charge as recorded in  each account and the 
ac tu a l gross income which t h is  represents , once balances t ra n s fe r re d  
between trea su re rs  have been discounted. These balances a r t i f i c i a l l y  
i n f l a t e  the charges to  which they were c re d ite d  since they were, s t r i c t l y  
speaking, not new revenues but the remains o f  o ld  sources o f  income.
The f ig u re s  thus obtained s t i l l  inc lude  income charged to  each account 
but not a c tu a l ly  rece ived: such d e ta i ls ,  a lready noted a t ta b le  3 o f
Appendix 5.2 ( land re n ts ) ,  ta b le  2 o f  Appendix 5.3 (burgess admissions) 
and ta b le  1 o f  Appendix 5.4 (p e t ty  cus tom s)^  were recorded in  the
discharges o f  the accounts and are not considered here as t h is  appendix 
is  concerned s o le ly  w ith  the charges.
Table 1. The t o t a l  charge, 1573-85
Date Charge' Adjustments
£569 6s 1d
£730 8s 4d
£ 52 13s 10d3 £618 2s Od
£ 38 16s 00 Q. £720 5s 10d
£ 30 Os Od5 £637 7s 2d
£ 25 16s 6d6 £609 16s 6d
£642 17s o Q.
£666 11s 2d
£701 13s 4d
£349 1 s 8d7 £671 4s 4d
Actua l gross income
1573^*74 £ 569 6s 1 d
1574-75 £ 730 8s 4d
1575-76 £ 670 15s 10d
1576-77 £ 757 2s 6d
1577-78 £ 667 7s 2d
1578-79 £ 635 13s Od
1581-82 £ 642 17s 10d
1582-83 £ 666 11s 2d
1583-84 £ 701 13s 4d
1584-85 £1020 6s Od
The next ta b le  summarises the d e ta i ls  a lready noted in  Appendices
O
5.2 -  5.4 regard ing the income obtained from each resource which 
c o n tr ib u te d  to  the common good. A l l  f ig u re s  are gross and have been 
rounded up or down as app rop r ia te .
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NOTES
1. See P297, 302, 309-310.
2. References are respectively SRA MS 01/1/1 ff8 5 r, 87r, 113r, 206r, 21Or, 242v and
C1/1/2 ff146r, 148r, 150r, 195v.
3. SRA MS C1/1/1 f113r, comprising £16 11s Od received from the widow of William
Maxwell, treasurer, and £36 2s 10d from the widow of Andrew Ritchie, treasurer.
Ritchie was treasurer for 1574-75 but i t  is  not known when Maxwell served in this
capacity.
4. Ib id . , f206r.
5. Ib id . , f210r. This was not actually a balance but a sum of money passed on to 
Patrick Glen, treasurer 1577-78, from Robert Rowat treasurer in 1576-77 before 
Rowat's account was audited. On th is  d istinction  see Vol. I ,  P344.
6. Ib id ., f242v.
7. SRA MS C1/1/2 f195v. This was made up of the balances of the accounts of William 
Symmer, £143 7s 6d, William Burns, £60 11s Id,and Thomas M ille r , £145 3s 1d, 
treasurers 1581-84, a l l  of which were passed to David Donald, treasurer 1584-85.
8. P297, 302, 309-310.
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APPENDIX 5.6
THE COMMON GOOD: THE DISCHARGE AND MAIN HEADS OF EXPENDITURE, 1573-85
The ta b le  which fo l lo w s  shows the t o t a l  discharges as recorded in  
the accounts between 1573 and 1585 and d iv ide s  these up in to  the main 
types o f  expenditure . These are a r t i f i c i a l  d iv is io n s  and i t  must be 
emphasized th a t  the accounts are not d iv ided  in  t h is  way; furthermore 
c e r ta in  items could f a l l  in to  more than one category and so a c e r ta in  
la t i t u d e  has had to  be employed. A l l  f ig u re s  have been rounded up or 
down as app rop ria te .
Two general po in ts  should be noted. F i r s t l y ,  the in d iv id u a l  items 
in  each discharge when added up sometimes produce a f ig u re  which does 
not match th a t  recorded by the c le rk .  These d iscrepancies are qu i te  
sm a ll,  the la rg e s t  being found in  the 1575-76 accounts when the 
d ischarge, recorded as £631 2s Id ,  was in  fa c t  £647 17s 11d . Even 
t h is  i s  s l i g h t  compared to  the e r ro rs  to  be found in  the Ayr accounts 
o f  t h is  per iod , which o f ten  exceeded £100. Consequently the recorded 
t o ta ls  have been used throughout and the f ig u re s  fo r  types o f  
expenditure adjusted acco rd ing ly  so th a t  percentage c a lc u la t io n s  can be 
made. Secondly, i t  may be observed th a t  the annual f ig u re s  fo r  
adjustments set out in  ta b le  3 o f  Appendix 5.2 ( land re n ts ) ,  ta b le  2 
o f  Appendix 5.3 (burgess admissions) and ta b le  1 o f  Appendix 5.4 (p e t ty  
customs) i f  added up do not always t a l l y  w ith  the t o t a l  annual
adjustments as recorded in  t h is  appendix. This happens because on a
number o f  occasions adjustments to  income charged to  one account are 
to  be found in  the accounts o f  a subsequent y e a r .3
The types o f  disbursements recorded in  the discharges may be 
summarised as fo l lo w s .
( i )  Adjustments: income c re d ite d  in  the charge but w r i t t e n  o f f  in  
the discharge as not having been c o l le c te d ;  consequently these 
e n t r ie s  do not represent expenditure  as such.
( i i )  C hap la in r ies : earmarked expenditure in  the form o f  payments fo r
the leases o f  those c h a p la in r ie s  which provided income fo r  the 
common good, and payments o f  the th i r d s  due on those c h a p la in r ie s .
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( i i i )  Fees: the ' commoun fe is  y e i r l i e '  paid to  the provost, b a i l i e s
and o ther sen ior o f f i c i a l s  as w e l l  as to  the poinder and the 
herdsmen; miscellaneous fees paid to  others employed by the 
burgh (e .g . to  s i r  A rch iba ld  D ick ie  fo r  look ing  a f te r  the c lo c k ) ;  
but not g r a tu i t ie s  such as were paid to  the le g a l adv isers engaged 
in  Edinburgh by the burgh which are ca lcu la ted  under 'genera l 
a d m in is t ra t iv e  c o s t s ' .
( i v )  H o s p i ta l i t y :  payments in v o lv in g  the supply o f  food and d r in k  to
burgh o f f i c i a l s  or ou ts ide  d ig n i ta r ie s .
(v) Pub lic  Works: expenditure on the upkeep o f  b u i ld in g s  e tc .
( v i )  General A d m in is t ra t iv e  Costs: a wide range o f  disbursements 
ranging from the expenses o f  the burgh 's  rep resen ta t ives  a t the 
Convention o f  Royal Burghs, Parliament or the General Assembly to  
an annual payment to  John Andrew o f  12s fo r  s ix  f o o tb a l ls .
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NOTES
1. References are, respectively, SRA MS C1/1/1 ff85r-86v, 87r-88r, 113r-114v, 206r-207r, 
210v-211v, 242v-243v and C1/1/2 ff146r-148r, 148r-149v, 150r-151v, 196r-198r.
2. Pryde, Ayr Burgh Accounts, p. cxviii.
3. See P297, 302, 309. These may be summarised as follows: the adjustments for
1575-76 exclude one of £10 relating to the bridge custom which is found in the 
1577-78 accounts while this accounts for the fact that the adjustments for that 
year exceed by £10 the figures to be found in table 3 of Appendix 5.2, table 2 of 
Appendix 5.3 and table 1 of Appendix 5.4 (SRA MS C1/1/1 f221v); similarly adjustments 
on land rents in the 1581-82, 1582-83, 1583-84 accounts of £5 7s od, £7 6s Od and
£4 8s 4d respectively are to be found in the 1584-85 accounts, thereby inflating the 
adjustments for 1584-85 recorded in this appendix by £17 1s 4d (SRA MS C1/1/2 ff196r, 
197r, 197v).
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APPENDIX 5 .7
COMMON GOOD EXPENDITURE ON HOSPITALITY, 1573-85
The fo l lo w in g  ta b le  sets out the ex ten t o f  expenditure on in te r n a l  
and e x te rn a l h o s p i t a l i t y  between 1573 and 1585. A l l  f ig u re s  have been 
rounded up or down as app rop r ia te .  The accounts fo r  1573-74, 1577-78, 
1581-82, 1582-83, 1583-84 and 1584-85 con ta in  e n t r ie s  regard ing the 
purchase o f  food and d r in k  which do not d e ta i l  fo r  whom the h o s p i t a l i t y  
was in tended. I t  has been assumed th a t  these re la te d  to  the p ro v is io n  
o f  in te rn a l  h o s p i t a l i t y  and i t  may be noted th a t  the sums invo lved  were 
small (£12, £4, £7, £1, £5 and £29 re s p e c t iv e ly )  and thus do not produce 
any ser ious d is to r t io n s  or a l t e r  the fa c t  th a t  expenditure on the 
p ro v is io n  o f  in te r n a l  h o s p i t a l i t y  fa r  exceeded th a t  on e x te rn a l 
h o s p i t a l i t y .  A t o t a l  o f  £1113 was spent o f  h o s p i t a l i t y  between 1573 
and 1585: 80?o (£888) re la te d  to  in te r n a l  h o s p i t a l i t y  and 20?o (£225) to
the p ro v is io n  o f  en terta inm ent fo r  o u ts id e rs .
Date In te rn a l  hosp. Ex te rna l hosp. To ta l hosp.
1573-74 £ 67 £53 £120
1574-75 £ 13 £ 6 £ 19
1575-76 £127 £ 1 £128
1576-77 £157 £41 £198
1577-78 £102 £15 £117
1578-79 £149 £24 £173
1581-82 £ 18 £27 £ 45
1582-83 £ 40 £13 £ 53
1583-84 £127 £21 £148
1584-85 £ 88 £24 £112
NOTES
1. For references see note 1 to Appendix 5.6, P319 above.
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